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Theo log i ca l  specu la t i on r  Lone rgan  remarks  i n  t he  I n t r o -

duc t i on  t o  h i s  doc to ra l  d i sse r t a t i on ,  has  b rough t  t o  l i gh t

and  f o rmu la ted  t he  o rgan i c i t y  i n  r evea led  t r u th '  The  I n t r oduc -

t i o n  i t s e l f ,  p u b l i s h e d  h e . "  f o r  t h e  f i r s t  t i m e ,  s e e k s  t o  b r i n g

to  l i gh t  and  
- f o rmu la te  

t he  phases  i n  t he  deve lopmen t  and  un -

f o l d i ng  o f  t ha t  a r t i cu fa t i on  o f  a  r evea led  o rgan i c  who leness '

The  f o - rm  o f  specu la t i ve  deve lopmen t  t ha t  i s  exposed ,  - Lone rgan
. i . i * " ,  " i s  capab le  o f  s yn the t i - z i ng  any  poss ib l e  se t  o f  h i s t o r -

i c a l  d a t a  i r r e s p e c t i v e  o f  t h e i r  p l a c e  a n d  t i m e ,  j u s t  a s  t h e

sc ience  o f  ma thema t i cs  cons t ruc t s  a  gene r i c  scheme  capab le

o f  s y n t h e t i z r - n S  a t  p o s s i b l e  s e t . o f  q u a n t i t a t i v e  p h e n o m e n a ' "

t o  a i yone  f am i l i a i l  i t n  Lone rgan ' s  l a t e r  e f f o r t s  t o  uncove r

t he  n i e thodo log i ca l  i n va r i an t s  i n  human  t hough t '  t h i s  c l a im

i s  an  obv ious  ha rb i nge r  o f  t h i ngs  t o  come '  Howeve r '  as  F '

E .  C rowe  sugges t s  i n  h i s  i n t r oduc to r y  No te ,  pe rhaps  we -  shou ]d

beware  o f  l e t t i ng  ou r  s t r ong  i n t e res t  i n  t he  ana l ys i s  o f  phases

in  t he  deve lopmen t  o f  doc t r i na l  c l a r i t y  d i s t r ac t  uS  en t i r e ] y

f r om the  cen i r a l  doc t r i ne  i n  whose  deve lopmen t  t he  phases

a re  d i scove red .  Fo r  Lone rgan  s ta tes  h i s  own  pos i t i on  unequ i vo -

ca l - l y  i - n  t he  I n t r oduc t i on :  " - . .  q ra t i g  opeT?ns  i s  t he  f undamen-

ta I  p rob lem i n  t he  who ] -e  movemen t  f r om S t .  Augus t i ne  t o  S t .

T h o m a s . t '

I N  T H I S  I S S U E  O F  M E T H O D

Book :  Cha r l es
Na tu re  o fbec

t i ra t  T i fe ra f  theo logY '  s

C .  H e f l i n g ,  J r .  r e v i e w s  G e o r g e  A .  L i n d -
r i n e :  R e I i Theo loqv  i n

.  L i :  i s  p robabJ -y  r i gh t ,  He f I i . ng  asse r t s ,
so l u t i on  t o  t he  p rob lem o f  mode rn i t y

i s  i nadequa te .  Howeve r ,  L i ndbeck ' s  own  pos t l i - be raJ - i sm ,  wh i l e

an  a t t r ac t i ve  a l t e rna t i ve ,  I acks  c r i t i ca l  g round ing .

A  NOTE TO OUR SUBSCRIBERS

I n  V o l u n e  I V  o f  M E T H O D  w e  s h a l T  c o n t i n u e  t o  n a k e  a v a i l -

a b T e  p r e v i o u s T y  u n p u b l i s h e r i  n a t e r i a l  f r o n  t h e  L o n e r g a n  C e n t r e

i n  T o r o n t o ,  i n  a d d i t i o n  t o  s c h o T a r T y  a r t : i c 7 e s '  n o t e s ,  a n d

b o o k  r e v i e w s  f o c u s s i n g  u p o n  i s s u e s  a n d  q u e s t i o n s  o f  c o n c e r n

t o  p r o f e s s o r s  a n d  s t u d e n t s  o f  p h i l o s o p h y  a n d  t h e o T o g y .  P T e a s e

r e n e w  y o u r  s u b s c r i p t i o n  n o w .  A  s e T f - a d d r e s s e d  e n v e T o p e  h a s

b e e n  e n c l o s e d  f o r  y o u r  c o n v e n i e n c e -

T h a n k  y o u  f o r  y o u r  s u p p o r t  o f  M E T H O D .



A NOTE ON LONERGANIS DISSERTATTON

AND ITS INTRODUCTORY PAGES

Frederick E. Crone, S. J.

Regis CoIlege

With this issue Method contlnues i ts outstandlng service
to students of Bernard Lonerganrs thought by .print ing the
introductory section, so long a magnet for our attention but
never publ ished by Lonergan hinself,  of the doctoral disserta_
tion on qratla operans in Thomas Aquinas. Some remarks in
ald of understanding these pages seen cal led for, to relate
the introduction to the thesis and the thesis to the relevant
history of the young Lonergan.

I begin with the latter, discipl ining myself to keep
within bounds, for not only are the sources on Lonerganrs
early years accumulating but also there is a fasclnation,
dif f icult  to resist,  ln that now nearly legendary t ime so
fert i le in ldeas, so charged with enthuslasm, so bright with
possibi l i ty. But I  promise to be brief.  Readers, then, wi l l
be aware that Lonergan was f irst destined for speciar studies
ln phi losophy.r This tras his otrn early interest developed
during his years at Heythrop College in Englandi as he wrote,
soon after arr ivlng there, to a fr iend: t tThe theory of know_
ledge is what is going to interest ne most of al l .r t2 Superiors
in his rel lgious family natural ly had reservations about this
bri l l iant young scholastic in their midst and, when Bernard
was already in theology at the cotlege of the rmmacurate con-
cept ion  in  Mont rea l ,  in  the  fa l l  o f  1933,  h is  p rov inc ia l ,

Rev. Wil l ian Hingston, paid him 'ra f lying vlsi t  .  .  . .  f  was
to go to Rome. I was to do a bienniun in philosophy. He put
the guestion, lfas I orthodox? I told hirn I was but also that
r thought a lot." 3 His statement seemed to satisfy his somewhat
voratire Provlncial;  at any rate he was pul led out of lrontrear
and shlpped to Rone for his theological studles, with the
further purpose of working in epistemology.+ Bernardrs strug_
gling young Province had only in 1930 opened a house of phi lo_
sophical studies ln Toronto, and one surmises that he was
marked for a posit lon on that faculty.

He remained ln Europe for four years of theology (1933_
1937)  and fo r  h is  Jesu i t  t r te r t iansh ip , '  (a t  Amiens ,  1932_193g) ,
and dld pastoral work in rrer.and and England durlng the sunmer
prior to beginning the assigned blennium. Meanwhile, however,

1
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a new  p rov i nc i a l  back  home  had  ' dona ted '  h im  t o  t he  Grego r i an

Un i ve rs i t y  f o r  i t s  f acu l t y  o f  ph i l osophy , s  a t  wh i - ch  po in t

t he  Rec to r  o f  t he  Grego r i an ,  Rev '  V i ncen t  McCorm ick '  w ro te

as  f o l - . Lows :

F r .  Lone rgan  has  I e f t  a  sp l end id  r eco rd  beh ind  h im  he re ;

and we str i t l  be happy to see him back for  fur ther studies.

I  would sugqest
no t  t oo  s t r ong  f o r  one  f i e l d  r a the r  t han  t he  o the r - -

t ha t  he  devoL -e  h imse l f  t o  Theo logy '  I n  t ha t  Facu l t y

t he re  a re  hund reds  o f  Eng l i sh - speak ing  s tuden t s '  who

w i l l  b e  n e e d i n g  h i s  h e l p  i n  t h e  f u t u r e ' o

I  doub t  t ha t  i n  t ha t  au tho r i t a r i an  e ra  Be rna rd ' s  p re fe rences

were  se r i ous l y  consu l t ed  bu t  t he re  i s  eve ry  r eason  t o  be l i eve

that ,  when Toronto went a long wi th Rome and communicated

the  dec i s i on  t o  h im  i n  Eng land rT  he  was  pe r f ec t l y  happy  w i t h

the ne\ . /  s tatus.  We know his I i fe long commitment to the syn-

b i os i s  o f  ph i l osophy  and  t heo logy  and  t he re  i s  ev i dence  t ha t

t h i s  i n t e res t  was  no t  s imp l y  academ ic  bu t  en te red  deep l y

i n t o  h i s  p e r s o n a l  r e l i g i o u s  I i f e . 8

ThuS  was  made  a  momen tous  dec i s i on ,  appa ren t l y  acc i den ta l

i n  i t s  emergence  bu t  f a t e fu l  i n  i t s  consequences '  So  i n  t he

faL l  o f  1938  Lone rgan  re tu rned  t o  t he  Grego r i an  Un i ve rs i t y '

now  as  f am i l i a r  as  h i s  home  g rounds ,  f o r  doc to ra l  s t ud ies

i n  t heo logy .  A l r eady  i n  t e r t i ansh ip  he  had  t a f ked  w i t h  Jesu i t s

i n  F rance  abou t  a  poss ib l e  d i r ec to r  and  had '  i t s  seems ,  se t -

t l ed  on  F r .  cha r l es  Boye r . s  Tha t  h i s  f i e l d  r " r as  no r r r  t heo logy

ins tead  o f  ph i l osophy  wou ld ,  I  suppose t  on l y  con f i rm  t ha t

cho i ce .  I n  any  case  Boye r  ag reed  t o  se r ve  as  d i r ec to r ,  and

i t  r ema ined  t o  f i nd  a  d i sse r t a t i on  t op i c .  why  d i d  Lone rgan

no t  choose  some th ing  i n  t he  congen ia l  a rea  o f  f a i t h / ep i s -

temology? Maybe he considered that  topic too important  to

r i s k  i n  wha t  l r / as '  a f t e r  a I I ,  t he  wo rk  o f  a  s t uden t  on  t he

I ,Jay to a professorship.  He had al ready learned something

o f  academ ic  po l i t i c s r ro  and  i n  l a t e r  yea rs  wou ld  t e l l  h i s

own  s tuden t s  t o  ge t  t he i r  un ion  ca rds  f i r s t  and  t hen ,  i f

they wished, set  about reforming the wor ld of  thought '

H i s  ac tua l  cho i ce  d i d  have  a  ' po l i t i ca l '  ang le  bu t  he

d id  an  end  run  a round  t ha t  by  a  s t r i c t l y  h i s t o r i ca l  s t udy

o f  Thomas  Aqu inas  h imse l f r l r  l eav i ng  bo th  Banez  and  Mo l j - na

to  ma rg ina l  no tes .  De ta i l s  o f  t he  cho i ce  a re  r evea led  i n

La t i n  no tes  he  made  f i ve  yea rs  l a t e r ,  i n  p repa ra t i on  f o r

h i s  doc to ra l  de fense .  W i t h  Boye r ,  he  re l a tes ,  he  had  d i scussed

and  se t  as i de  a  number  o f  t op i cs ,  when  Boye r  r eached  ou t

for  h is Pr i44-€C-g-gl1]ge,  opened i t  at  the ar t ic le on qrat ia
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operans, and said (I  translate freely): I tHere is an art icle

that I  donrt know how to interpret, one on which Irve consulted

authors and commentaries in vain, one that doesnrt seem to

lend i tself  to elther a Molinist or a Banezian readlng. Take

this art lcle, i f  you l ike. Study the loca paral lela and the

historical sources. See what l lght you can shed on the ques-

t ion .  t t  r2

Apart from a few anecdotes that circulate among his stu-

dents there is not much material on the history of Lonerganrs

biennium. He himself records the fact, that though he began

as a Molinist,  rrwithin a month or so i t  was completely evident

to me that Molinism had no contr ibution to make to an under-

standing of Aguinas.ttr3 I t  does not seem that Boyer provided

much more than the topic. Lonergan's thanks, at the end of

his Preface, are not profuse. I  myself have notes of a conver-

sation I had with Boyer thirty-f ive years later. He remembered

Lonergan's biennium and thesis; seemed disappointed in the

l ine his student had taken, especial ly in regard to Augustine,

but recognized Lonergan's l iberty to interpret the data in

his own way.

Meanwhile, midway through the biennium, war had broken

out. But Lonergan f inlshed his dibsertat ion before the violence

of  May,  1940,  was ass igned an  ear ly  da te  fo r  h is  de fense ( there

ltas a f lurry of consultat ions over this, involving the Jesuit

Curia in Romel, but left  Rome t lro days before i t  was due ( in-

tervention again from the Curia), and arr ived at Nelv York

on the Conti  di Savoia on May 24.rq Fron there he went to his

teaching assignment at the College of the Immaculate Concep-

t ion, Montreal, where after three yeara he was examined on

his dissertat ion by his oten col leagues on the faculty. I t

remained to submit f i f ty copies of t texcerptatt from the thesis

in order to fulf i l  reguirements for the degree of Doctor of

Sacred Theology, and this he achieved by sending to the Gre-
gorian copies of the fourth in the series of art icles in which

he had rewrit ten for Theoloqical Studies the body of the dis-

ser ta t ion .  rs

Thus, the synoptic view of doctorate events, based mostly

on records in the cregorian University f i les, is as fol lows.

The topic was approved on Dec. 6, 1938, under the t i t le I tA

history of St. Thomasrs thought on operative grace" (Cata-

logue I in the cregorian f i le of dissertat lons)t the disserta-

tion is llsted as wrltten, that is, handed in to the Secretariate,
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o n  M a y  1 ,  1 9 4 0  ( C a t a l o g u e  I I ) ;  a n d  a s  p u b J _ i s h e d  ( t h e  f i f t y

c o p i e s  o f  e x c e r p t a )  o n  D e c .  2 3 ,  1 9 4 6  ( C a t a l o g u e  I I I ) . '  T h e

da te  o f  t he  de fense ,  no t  g i ven  i n  t hese  Ca ta l ogues ,  was  June

8 ,  1 9 4 3 ,  b u t  i t  w a s  h e l d  i n  M o n t r e a l . r 6  F i n a l l y ,  h e  i s  l i s t e d

among  t he  "Doc to res  Renun t j - a t i "  i n  t he  L i be r  Annua l i s  o f  t he

Grego r i an  Un i ve rs i t y  f o r  1948 ,  t he  vo lume  sho ! , / i ng  t hose  de -

c l a red  doc to r  i n  t he  yea rs  1946 -1947 .  As  f o r  a  synop t i . c  v i ew

o f  t he  f o rms  t he  t hes i s  t ook ,  t he re  i s  t he  f o rm  j - n  wh j . ch  i t

w a s  s u b m i t t e d  i n  M a y ,  1 9 4 0 ;  t h e r e  i s  t h e  c o n s i d e r a b l y  r e w r i t -

t en  f o rm  i t  t ook  i n  t he  a r t i c l - es  o f  Theo loq i ca l  S tud ies  i n

1 9 4 1 - 1 9 4 2 i  L h e r e  i s  t h e  f o u r t h  a r t i c l e  o f  t h i s  s e r i e s  ( p r o v i d e d

w i t h  m ino r  co r rec t i ons ,  an  i n t r oduc to r y  "No te "  IAppend i x  2

i n  t h i s  pubJ - i ca t i on l ,  and  an  "Ou t f j - ne  o f  t he  A rgumen t " )  wh i ch

Lone rgan  sen t  t o  t he  un i ve r s i t y  Sec re ta r i a t e  i n  1946 i  and

fou r t h l y  t he re  i s  t he  book  f o rm  o f  t hese  a r t i c J -es ,  pub l i shed

o n l - y  i n  1 9 ' 7 1  . r 7

I t  i s  t i m e  t o  t u r n  t o  t h e  m a t e r i a l  d e t a i l s  o f  t h e  t h e s i s

i t s e l f .  T h e  t i t I e ,  a s  i t  w a s  s u b m i t t e d  t o  t h e  e x a m i n e r s ,  w a s

"GRATIA  oPERANS:  A  S tudy  o f  t he  Specu la t i ve  Deve lopmen t  i . n

t h e  W r i t i n g s  o f  S t .  T h o m a s  A q u i n a s , "  a n d  t h e  t i t l e - p a g e  b e a r s

a  t e x t  f r o m  A q u i n a s ,  u s e d  a g a i n  ( b u t  o n l y  i n  p a r t )  a t  t h e

conc lus i on  o f  G race  and  F reedom:  "  .  t r ahun tu r  e t i am  a

F i l i o ,  a d m i r a b i l i  d e l e c t a t i o n e  e t  a m o r e  v e r i t a t i s ,  q u a e  e s t
j - p s e  F i I i u s  D e i . "  T h e r e  f o l l o w s  t h e  o d d i t y  o f  t h r e e  l i s t i n g s

o f  t h e  c o n t e n t s .  F i r s t ,  t h e r e  i s  a  t t L i s t  o f  C h a p t e r s , '  ( p .

i ,  i n c l u d e d  a s  A p p e n d i . x  I  w i t h  t h i s  p u b t i c a t i o n ) ;  t h e n ,  , , M a i n

D i v i s i o n s  o f  C h a p t e r s "  ( p p .  i i - i i i ) ;  a n d ,  f i n a l t y ,  t h e  ' i T A B L E

O F  C o N T E N T S T T  ( p p .  i v - i x ) .  T h e r e  i s  a  " P R E F A C E "  ( p p .  1 - 2 1 ,

and  an  " INTRODUCTION"  (pp ,  2 -471 .  The  ma in  body  o f  t he  t hes i s ,

Chap te r s  2 -5 ,  r un  f r om page  48  t o  page  338 ,  and  t he  "B IBL IO-
G R A P H Y T T  i s  a p p e n d e d  ( p p .  i - i x ) . r 8

The  I n t r oduc t i on  has  t o  be  read ,  o f  cou rse ,  i - n  r e l a t i on

to  t he  rna in  body  o f  t he  t hes i s  and  t he  ques t i on  o f  ope ra t i ve

g race  i n  Aqu inas ,  bu t  t he  re l a t i on  i s  two fo l d :  d j - r ec t  and

immed j -a te  i n  t he  s ta temen ts  o f  Aqu inas  and  h i s  p redecesso rs

on  g race ,  bu t  i nd i r ec t  and  rned ia te  i n  t he  s ta temen ts  o f  Lone r -

gan  on  t he  f o rm  o f  specu la t i ve  deve lopmen t  wh i ch ,  as  f o rm ,

he  wo rks  ou t  i n  i t s  gene ra l i t y  and  wou ld  t he re fo re  expecE .

t o  f i nd  i n  t he  h i s t o r y  o f  o the r  doc t r i nes  as  we1 l .  Each  aspec t

has  i t s  i n t e res t ,  and  I  hope  t ha t  t he  pa r t i cu l a r  i n t e res t

t he  second  aspec t  de r i ves  f r om Lone rgan t s  l - a t e r  wo rk  i n  me thod ,

w i l - l -  n o t  w h o l l y  e c l i p s e  t h e  i n t e r e s t  o f  t h e  f i r s t . r s
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The reader, who r ightly wants Lonergan f irsthand' wiI l

wish to know what changes the editor has introduced. fn gener-

dl,  I  have been scrupulous about leaving Lonergan alone, even

where his own later writ ings would suggest a change.2or have,

however, adopted Anerican spel l ing throughout, while leaving

a word usage which sometimes ref lects his years of study in

England.2r I  have brought the style of the footnotes somewhat

closer to uniformity, and corrected their numbering. They

real ly vrere footnotes so the amount of text on a Page varies

with their varying length.22 I have also corrected Lonergan's

quotations from theological sources' whenever I  have been

able to check themr23 but have left  his misquotation of Shakes-

peare as he lrrote i t .  The typos are fair ly nurnerous' more

maybe than would be acceptable today or in normal cl ' rcum-

stances.2r But i t  wi l l  be remembered that Lonerganr start ing

cold after the shif t  from phi losophy, researched and wrote

th is  thes is  be tween Dec.  6 ,  1938 '  and May 1 ,  1940.  Fur ther '

he may have typed the whole work himself,  for i t  seems to

have been done on his own typewriter: my untrained eyer at

least, can detect no dif ference between the type used here

and that used in the letters he wrote from Europe during those

years. -- Here, then, is the Preface and Introduction Lonergan

wrote for his dissertat ion, the f irst of his productions at

the tcommencementt ( in the university sense) of his career

as doctor of theology.25

NOTES

r A Second Collect ion: Papers bv Bernard J. F. Lonerqan,
s .  J .  ,
S .  J .  [London:  Dar ton '  Longnan & Todd,  19741,  p .  266.

2 Letter of Bernard Lonergan to Henry smeaton, uri t ten
from Heythrop College, England, June 20 t19271 -- in the Ar-
chives of the Lonergan Research Inst i tute, Toronto (henceforth:
Lonergan Archives ) .

3letter of Bernard Lonergan to Rev. Henry Keane, Provin-
clal of the vice-Province of Upper Canada, writ ten from Rome,
Jan.  22 ,  1935 (Lonergan Arch ives) .

q"I was supposed to be due for a bienniurn in epistenologyrl
ibid. I t  does not seem, however, that this area, though a
favorite of Lonergan, would have been his f irst choice. Thust
in a later letter to Fr. Keane, he writes: "As phi losophy
of history is as yet not recognized as the essential branch
of phi losophy that i t  is, I  hardly expect to have i t  assigned
me as my subject during the biennium. f wish to ask your ap-
proval for maintaining ny interest in i t ,  prof i t t ing by such
opportunit ies as may crop up, and in general devoting to i t
such t ime as I prudently judge can be spared" (writ ten from
Mil l town Park, Dublin, Aug. 10, 1938 -- in the LonerganArchltaes).
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Fur the r ,  t he re  i s  ev i dence  t ha t  an  unde r l y j - ng  i n t e req t  i n
me thod  goes  back  t o  a  ve r y  ea r l y  da te ,  f o r  i n  1928  Lone rgan
wro te  t o  Rev .  John  M .  F i l i on  (F r .  H ings ton ' s  p recedesso r
as  P rov inc i a l )  ask i - ng  pe rm iss i on  t o  t ake  t he  hono rs  cou rse
in  me thod  and  me thodo logy  a t  t he  Un i ve rs i t y  o f  London .

F rom a  conve rsa t i on  w i t h  Lone rgan  t ha t  I  r eco rded  on  Dec .
3 ,  1973 i  t he  con tex t  was  t he  d i scuss ion  o f  t he  wo rk  Robe r t
Doran was then doing on Jung and Lonergan, and the point
was  t o  i l l u s t r a te  t he  f ac t  t ha t  t he re  a re  ea r l y ,  no t  f u l l y
c o n s c i o u s ,  a n t i c i p a t i o n s  o f  l a t e r  i n s i g h t s .

s A  S e c o n d  C o L l e c t i o n ,  p .  2 6 6 .

6Le t t e r  t o  t he  P rov inc i a l  o f  t he  V i ce -P rov ince  o f  Uppe r
Canada  (Hen ry  Keane ) ,  w r i t t en  f r om the  Grego r i an  Un i ve rs i t y ,
R o m e ,  J u I y  2 0 t  1 9 3 8  ( L o n e r g a n  A r c h i v e s ) .

TThe  Jesu i t  Gene ra l .  had  exho r t ed  t he  va r i ous  P rov inc i a l s
assemb led  i n  Rome  " t o  dona te  men  t o  t he  Grego r i an  Un i ve rs i t y .
The  Uppe r  Canad ian  p rov i nc i a l  a t  t he  t ime  was  a  r e l i e f  p i t che r
f r om Eng land  and  he  dona ted  me .  I  was  i n f o rmed  o f  t h i s  a t
t he  end  o f  t e r t i ansh ip  and  t o l d  t o  do  a  b i enn ium i n  ph i l osophy .
The  f o l l ow ing  Sep tember ,  howeve r ,  I  had  a  f e t t e r  f r om  F r .
V incen t  McCorm ick  i n f o rm i -ng  me  t ha t  .  f  .  was  t o
do  a  b i enn ium i n  t heo logy "  (A  Second  Co f l ec t i on '  p .  266 ) .
I f  Lone rgan ' s  memory  i s  r i gh t ,  t he  seguence  o f  l e t t e r s  mus t
have  been :  Canad ian  P rov inc i a l -  t o  t he  Gene ra l  " dona t i ng "
Lone rgan ;  Rec to r  o f  t he  Grego r i an  t o  t he  Canad ian  P rov in -
c i a l  sugges t i ng  t he  t r ans fe r  t o  t heo logy ;  t he  Canad ian  P ro -
v i n c i a l ' s  a f f i r m a t i v e  r e p l y  ( a  s u r m i s e ) ;  t h e n ,  t h e  R e c t o r
o f  t he  Grego r i an  t o  Lone rgan  i n  Eng land  o r  I r e l and .  - -  Two
aspec t s  o f  a l l  t h i s  r eca l l  a  wo r l d  t ha t  i s  gone .  One  i s  t he
whee l i ng  and  dea l i ng  t ha t  supe r i o r s  d i d  w i t hou t  consu l t i ng
the i r  sub jec t s .  The  o the r  i s  t he  e f f i c i ency  w i t h  wh i ch  t he
p o s t a l  s y s t e m s  i n  t h o s e  r p r i m i t i v e '  t i m e s  s h u t t l e d  I e t t e r s
back  and  f o r t h  ac ross  seas  and  oceans ,  t o  ge t  a I l  t h i s  a r -
r anged  i n  some  th ree  mon ths .

I  W h i I e  L o n e r g a n  w a s  i n  r e t i r e m e n t  a t  P i c k e r i n g ,  o n t . ,
bu t  s t i l I  men ta l l y  ac t i ve ,  Robe r t  Do ran  nen t i oned  t o  h im
tha t  Des  o 'G rady  (o f  M i l l t own  Pa rk )  was  wo rk i ng  on  t he  t op i c
o f  j udgmen t .  Lone rgan  remarked  i n  r ep l y  t ha t  h i s  own  i n te res t
i n  j udgmen t  s t emmed  f r om ques t i ons  abou t  t he  ac t  o f  f a i t h '
and  t ha t  he  had  l ea rned  f r om Newman  tha t  t en  t housand  d i f f i -
cu l t j - es  do  no t  make  a  doub t .  (The  re fe rence  j - s  t o  Newmanrs
A p o l o g i a ,  p .  2 3 9  o f  t h e  L o n g m a n s  e d i t i o n  o f  1 9 0 0 ;  N e w m a n ' s
ph rase :  " do  no t  make  one  doub t . " )  A  f u r t he r  p i ece  o f  ev i dence
on  t he  re l i g i ous  s i de  o f  t he  young  Lone rgan ' s  t h i nk i ng :  i n
t he  summer  be fo re  he  began  t he  f o rma l  s t udy  o f  t heo logy ,
he  read  ex tens i ve l y  i n  Augus t i ne  and  I ' pu t  t oge the r  a  25 r000
word  essay  upon  t he  ac t  o f  f a i t h . "  ( Le t t e r  t o  Hen ry  Keane ,
J a n .  2 2 ,  1 9 3 5  - -  L o n e r g a n  A r c h i v e s .  T h e  s a m e  l - e t t e r  m e n t i o n s
a  3 0 , 0 0 0  w o r d  e s s a y  o n  N e w m a n  h e  g a v e  t o  F r .  L .  K e e l e r ,  p r o -
f esso r  a t  t he  Grego r i an  Un i ve rs i t y .  Bo th  essays ,  no  doub t ,
a r e  l o s t .  )

s  D u r i n g  h i s  y e a r  i n  F r a n c e ,  1 9 3 7 - 1 9 3 8 ,  L o n e r g a n  h a d
asked  who  wou l -d  be  a  good  d i r ec to r  i n  Rome ,  and  been  t o l d :
Boye r .  Why?  He ' s  i n t e l l i gen t .  And  t he  g rounds  f o r  t ha t  v i ew?
He ' s  ab le  t o  change ,  as  he  d i d  on  t he  ques t i on  o f  t he  reaL
d i s t i - nc t i on  be t r r r een  essence  and  ex i s t ence .  - -  F ro rn  a  conve rsa -
t i on  w i t h  P ro f .  F red  Lav r rence ,  Dec .  7 ,  1984 .  (Tha t  Lone rgan
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vfas to work in phi losophy was, perhaps, no hindrance to taking
Boyer as director; the latter taught in the two facult les
of phi losophy and theology. )

r0 on one of his exams at the University of London ( i t

may have been part of matr iculat lon) Lonergan unfolded sone
of his burgeoning i .deas with the unhappy result that he
had to take the exam over'  the examiner not happening to share
those part icular ideas. -- From conversations with Fr. Horatio
Phelan, a classmate at Heythrop College, and Fr. Gregory Loner-
gan,  Bernard 's  b ro ther .

r rThe In t roduc t ion  i t se l f  exp la ins  th is  in  some deta i l .

l2Lonergan Arch ivesr  Batch  I -A ,  Fo lder  15  ( temporary  lo -
cation). This 'rbatch,tt  with the folder containing the 26 pages
of typed notes Lonergan made for his doctoral defense, was
left behind when he vtas packing for Rome in the summer of
1953. Di l igently preserved, i t  became years later the nucleus
of the Lonergan Archives.

r3 Bernard Lonergan, Method in Theoloqv ILondon: Darton,
L o n g m a n  &  T o d d ,  1 9 7 2 1 '  p .  1 6 3 .

ln From a conversation f had hti th Lonergan in the summer
o f  1 9 6 3 .

Ia to f
the Writ inqs of St. Thomas Aquinas. Excerpta ex dissertat ione
ad Iauream in Facultate Theologica Ponti f iciae Universitat is
Gregorianae. The "Vidimus et approbamusr! of Charles Boye!
and Joseph de Guibert (the second reader) is dated at Rome,
June 8 ,  1943 i  the  "N ih i l  obs ta t "  and ' l rmpr imatur "  a re  da ted
at  Mont rea l ,  I t lay  21 ,  1946.  (The t i t le  shows a  s l igh t  s ty l i s t i c
improvement over the original,  dropping the art icle from "A
Study  o f  the  Specu la t i ve  Deve lopment  .  .  . . " )

r6 The Nelvs-Letter: Provinceq!_!JPPg--!gE!1qr Vol. 18,
no .  6  Un ivers i ty
delegated the theological faculty of the Immaculate Conception
to hear Father Bernard Lonergan's rExperinentum coram' Ia
kind of tr ial  lecturel and defence of his doctorate thesis,
'st.  Thomas Aguinas on Gratia operansr. The former took place
on May 27th, the latter on June 8th.rr Lonerganrs marks for
the defense, I  learn from fuJ.ly rel iable authority, vtere tr, to
tens and two sixes from the four-man board of examiners

encouraging for al l  who fai l  to win a summa cum laude (see
a l s o  n o t e  1 0  a b o v e ) .

I 7 Bernard J .  F . Lonergan , S.
race ln the h t J .

, Longman
indicates

&  T o d d ,  1 9 7 1 1 .  T h e  " E d i t o r ' s
Forewordir  careful ly
i n  t h i s  ed i t i on .

ns
the modif icat ions introduced

rsThe copy of the dissertat ion in the Lonergan Archives
(his own) has 71 pages of further research-notes relevant
to the study; these are surely not part of the submitted thesis,
but are simply bound at the back of the authorrs copy for
convenient reference.

rsof considerable interest would be a compari ion of this
Introduction with Lonerganrs work, The Way to Nicea: The Dia-
lect ical Development of Trinitarian Theoloqv, ed. and trans .
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Conn  OrDonovan  I London :  Da r ton ,  Longman  &  Todd ,  1976 ] .  Lone r -
gan ' s  t t Fo rewo rd t '  t o  t he  l - a t t e r  says :  "Ou r  pu rpose  i s  t o -move
on  I f r om  resea rch ,  i n t e rp re ta t i on ,  and  h i s t o r y ,  a l 1  t h ree
o f  wh i ch  spec ia l t i e s  a re  p resupposed l  t o  a  f ou r t h ,  t o  a  d j . a -
I e c t i c  t h a t ,  I i k e  a n  X - r a y ,  s e t s  c e r t a i n  k e y  i s s u e s  i n  h i g h
re l - i e f  t o  concen t ra te  on  t he i r  oppos i t i ons  and  t he i r  i n t e r -
p l a y "  ( p .  v i i i ) .  S o m e  r e a d e r s ,  s p e c i a J . i s t s  i n  r e s e a r c h ,  i n t e r -
p re ta t i on ,  o r  h i s t o r y ,  bu t  i nnocen t  o f  Lone rgan ' s  unde rs tand -
i ng  o f  t hese  as  p resupposed  i n  d i a l ec t i c ,  cou l - d  no t  make
head  o r  t a i l  o f  h i s  X - ray  t r ea tmen t ;  t he  p resen t  I n t r oduc t i on
w i l l  a t  l eas t  show  tha t  he  was  t h i nk i ng  a l ong  s i r n i l a r  l i nes
many  yea rs  ea r l i e r .

20An  examp le  i s  t he  qu i t e  unecumen i ca l  f oo tno te  7 .  The
Lonergan who wrote the f inal  paragraphs of  Method in Theoloqy
wou ld  su reJ - y  w i sh  t o  r e$ r r i t e  t ha t  f oo tno te  now .  Bu t  he  w ro te
i t  i n  1 9 3 8 - 1 9 4 0 ,  i t  i s  p a r t  o f  h i s  h i s t o r y ,  a n d  i t  o u g h t
no t  t o  be  de le ted .

2 l T h i s  s h i f t  i n  s p e l l i n g  w a s  a  p r a c t i c a l  c h o i c e  o f  L o n e r -
gan  somewhere  i n  m id - ca ree r ;  i t  can  be  made  re t r oac t i ve  i n
a  way  t he  j . deas  i nd i ca ted  i n  t he  p rev i ous  no te  canno t .

22  A  s l ash  w i l l  enab le  t he  reade r  t o  de te rm ine  t he  o r i -
g i na l  page  numbers .  Tha t  i s ,  ' t g i ve  a td /2 /and  espec ia l l y "
w j - l I  i nd i ca te  t he  t r ans i t i on  f r om page  1  t o  page  2  o f  t he
d i sse r t a t i - on .

2 3 I n  p a r t i c u l a r ,  I  w a s  u n a b l e  t o  c h e c k  L o n e r g a n ' s  r e f e r -
e n c e s  t o  S c h o l a s t i k  3  ( 1 9 2 8 )  a n d  4  ( 1 9 2 9 r ,  a n d  t o  t h e  1 9 2 9
ed i t i on  o f -E l -Tange rs  De  Gra t i a ;  I i kew i se ,  Lange ' s  r e fe rence
to  D idacus  Deza .

2aTo  be  no ted  espec j - a l l y :  some  con fus i on  i n  t he  number i ng
o f  t he  f oo tno tes .  The  numbers  17  and  23  a re  m i ss i ng  a l t oge the r .
The  number  9  occu rs  tw i ce ,  and  t h i s  i n  bo th  supe rsc r i p t  and
no tes .  The  number  25  occu rs  tw i ce  i n  t he  no tes  bu t  on l y  once
as  a  supe rsc r i p t .  I t  w i l l  he l p  t o  have  t he  two  se t s  o f  numbers
co l l a t ed .  As  f o l l ows :  numbers  1  t o  9  a re  t he  same  i n  Lone rgan
and  i n  my  ed i t i on ;  h i s  second  number  9  becones  my  10 ;  h i s
n u m b e r s  1 0  t o  1 6  b e c o m e  m y  1 l  t o  1 7 i  h i s  1 B  t o  2 2  a r e  t h e
same  as  m ine ;  h i s  24  t o  25  a re  my  23  t o  24 i  h i s  second  25
in  t he  no tes  j . s  my  25 ,  bu t  I  have  had  t o  su rm ise  t he  l oca t i on
o f  t he  supe rsc r i p t ;  f j - na l l y ,  h i s  26  t o  68  a re  t he  sa rne  as

' uMy  ed i t o r i a l  no tes  appea r  now  and  aga in  among  Lone r -
gan ' s  no tes .  A I so  va r i ous  i nse r t i ons  i n  squa re  b racke t s  w i l l -
be  recogn i zed  as  ed i t o r i a l .
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PREFACE

?heologians have perhaps always been aware of the exis-

tence of a development in the theory of grace to be found

in the writ ing of St. Thomas Aguinas. But to deterrnine i ts

precise character and signif icance was hardly posslble unti l

a number of related investigations had been undertaken. Among

these, most notable are in the f ield of grace Dr. Artur Land-
graf 's researches in the whole earl ier period, Dr. . tohann

Schupp's detai led study of Peter Lombard, Dr. Herbert Domts

presentation of the thought of St. Albert the Great. The theory

of free wil l  has been most patiently examined from St. Anselm

to St. Thomas and an important discovery in the order of St.
Thonas's works has been made by Dom Odon Lott in. Final ly,

though from a negative vierrpoint, an almost exhaustive study

of St. Thomasrs theory of motion has been conducted by Fr.

Johann Stufler.

By an analysis of the idea of speculat ive development,

the present work systematizes the movement in the theory of
grace from St. Augustine to St. Thomas, and with the aid of
subsidiary investigations. arr ives at the conclusion that
the problem of the relat ions of grace and l iberty occupied
St. Thomasrs attention from the De Veritate to the prlna Secun-
dae, that his thought underwent a more or less continuous

development, and that his uLtimate posit ion is a synthesis
in which the Augustinian or psychological theory of the need
of grace has an extremely signif icant role.

I  wish to acknowledge my indebtedness to R. P. Suermont,

O. P., President of the Commission for the Leonine Edit ion

of St. Thomas, vrho gave me exceptional information on the
MSS. authority for a conjecture in the De Veritate, to Fr.
He inr ich  Lennerz ,  S .  J . ,  and Fr .  F ranz  pe ls te r ,  S .  i I . ,  bo th
ever ready to ansner questJ-ons and give aid, and especial ly

g ress Bernard Lonergan 9
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t o  F r .  C h a r l e s  B o y e r ,

r ec ted  me  i n  i t ,  and

found t ime to read the

METHOD

S.  J . ,  who  suqges ted  t he  j - nqu i r y '  d i -

desp i t e  t he  p ressu re  o f  many  du t i es

manusc r i p t .

INTRODUCTION

A s tudy  o f  S t .  Thomas ' s  t hough t  on  q ra t i a  ope rans  o f f e r s

a  t h ree fo l d  i n t e res t .  I t  r evea l s  h im  wo rk i ng  i n t o  syn thes i s

t he  specu la t i ve  t heo rems  d i scove red  by  h j - s  p redecesso rs .

T t  b r i ngs  t o  l i gh t  t he  deve lopmen t  o f  h i s  own  m ind .  I t  sug -

ges t s  an  a t t i t ude  and  d i r ec t i on  o f  t hough t  d i s t i nc t  f r om

the one resul t ing in the impasse of  the controversy De AuxiU- is .

I t  i s  necessa ry  t ha t  t he  s tudy  move  on  t he  l eve l  o f

t h i s  i n t e res t ,  no t  me re l y  i nc i den ta l l y ,  bu t  sys tema t i ca l J - y ,

no t  me re l y  by  way  o f  a  f oo tnoLe  exp ress ing  a  j udgmen t  w i t h

wh i ch  t he  reade r  may  be  expec ted  t o  ag ree  i n  v i ew  o f  t he

ev idence  adduced ,  bu t  by  way  o f  a  sc i en t i f i c  conc l - us i on  i n

wh i ch  t he  i nduc t i ve  p rocess  o f  t he  who le  i nqu i r y  t e r rn i na tes .

The  g rounds  f o r  t h i s  asse r t i on  a re ,  pe rhaps ,  ev i den t .  W i t hou t

t he  i n t eg ra l  un i t y  so  pos tu l a ted ,  an  i nqu l r y  wou ld  p resuppose

tha t  t he  un impo r tan t  i s sues  can  be  se t t l ed  sc i en t i f i ca l J - y

wh i l e  t he  impo r tan t  ones  a re  me re l y  ma t t e r s  o f  pe rsona l  op in i on .

The  e f f ec t  o f  such  a  p resuppos i t i on  i s  on l y  t oo  we I I  known .

I n  t he  ques t i on  t r ea ted  i n  t hese  passages  i t  i s  no to r i ous

tha t  f o r  ove r  t h ree  cen tu r i es  t heo log ians  have  been  s tudy ing

S t .  Thomas ' s  t hough t  on  g race ,  w i t h  Mo l i n i s t s  un i f o rm ly  con -

c l ud ing  t ha t  t he  med ieva l  doc to r  wou ld  have  been  a  Mo l i n i s t

and  Banez ians  w i t h  equa l  conv i c t i on  a r r i v i ng  a t  t he  conc lus i on

tha t  he  was  a  Banez ian .  Un less  a  w r i t e r  can  ass i gn  a  me thod

tha t  o f  i t se l f  t ends  t o  g rea te r  ob jec t i v i t y  t han  t hose  h i t he r -

to employed, h is undertaking may wel I  be regarded as sulErf luous.

I t  r ema ins  t ha t ,  t hough  a  me thod  wh i ch  so l ves  t he  p rob lem

is  poss ib l e ,  i t s  use  makes  ex t reme  demands  on  a  r eade r .  I t

i n vo l - ves  t he  expos i t i on  and  use  o f  a  t heo ry  o f  t he  h i s t o r y

o f  t heo log i ca l  specuJ -a t i on .  I t  r uLes  ou t  t he  a r t s  o f  p resen ta -

t i on  wh i ch  by  emphas i s  and  se lec t i on  make  read ing  easy  and

fa l l acy  s t i 11  eas ie r .  I t  pos tu l a tes  a  capac i t y  t o  see  i n

seve ra l  hund red  pages  wh i - ch  d i scuss  a  q rea t  va r i e t y  o f  po in t s

a  s i ng le  a rgumen t  w i t h  a  ma jo r  p rem iss  i n  t he  t heo ry  o f  deve l -

opmen t  and  a  m ino r  i n  a  number  o f  f ac t s .
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While apologizing nost sincerely for the use of so compli_
cated a procedure, we would point out that we have no alterna-
t ive. A study of st.  Thomasrs thought on qratla operans cannot
but be hlstorical.  An hlstorlcar study cannot but be inductive.
An inductive conclusion, though i t  may be certain when nega_
tive, can for the most part be no more than probable when
posit ive. I f  that probabil i ty is to be, not an opinion, but
a scienti f ic conclusion, no other method than the one we have
adopted appears avai.Iable.

Because the inguiry is historical,  i t  does not open with
the a priori  scheme of current systematic theology with i ts
po in t  o f  v iew,  i t s  de f in i t ions ,  l t s  in te res ts ,  and l t s  p rob lems.
That would be simpry to ask st.  Thomas a series of questions
which he did not expl ici t ly consider __ had he done so, there
would be no need to ask them today -- and then work out the
answers from a consideration of st.  Thomas,s anshrer to gues-
t ions which ere do not expl icl t ly consider. patently such a
procedure would be farracious: i t  wourd be deducing an extrapo-
lat ion from the thought of st.  Thomas before taking the trouble
to f ind out what St. Thomas was real ly thinking about.

On the other hand, though the inquiry is historical,
there is no acceptance of the principles of posit ivisrn. To
refute such principres l ies outside the scope of this introduc-
t ion. suff i-ce to say that even historians have intelr igence
and perform acts of understanding; performing them, they neces_
sari ly approach questions from a given point of view; and
with eguar necessi-ty the l ini tat ions of that point of view
predetermine the conclusions they reach. From this dif f lculty
pos i t i v ism o f fe rs  no  escape,  fo r  as  long as  men have in te l l i_
gence, the problem renains, and were they deprived of intel l i_
gence and became mere observers of fact l ike jel ly_f ish, then
they would be truly posit ivists but their posit lvism would
not be of any servi.ce to them.

rt remai-ns that history can forlow a middr.e course, neither
project ing into the past the categories of the present, nor [ l le_
tending that historicar inguiry is conducted without a use of h,*
man interr igence- That middle course consists in constructrng
an a priori  scheme that is capable of synthetizing any possible
set of historical data irrespective of their prace and t ime,
just as the science of rnathematics constructs a generic scheme
capable of synthetizing any possible set of quantitative phenomena.

1 I



1 2 METHOD

In  t he  p resen t  wo rk  t h i s  gene r i c  sche rne  i s  a t t a i ned  by  an

ana l ys i s  o f  t he  i . dea  o f  a  deve lopmen t  i n  specu la t i ve  t heo logy '

The  p rocedu re  p rov i des  a  t r ue  m idd le  cou rse .  on  t he  one

hand ,  i t  does  no t  deny ,  as  does  pos i t i v i sm ,  t he  ex i gence  o f

the human mind for  some scheme or matr ix  wi th i -n which data

a re  assemb led  and  g i ven  t he i r  i n i t i a l  co r re l a t i on .  on  t he

o the r  hand ,  i t  does  no t  p rov i de  a  scheme  o r  ma t r i x  t ha t  p re j u -

d i ces  t he  ob jec t i v i . t y  o f  t he  i nqu i r y .  The  quan t i t a t i ve  sc i ences

a re  ob jec t i ve  s imp l y  because  t hey  a re  g i ven  by  ma thema t i cs

an  a  p r i o r i  s cheme  o f  such  gene ra l i t y  t ha t  t he re  can  be  no

tendency  t o  do  v i o l ence  t o  t he  da ta  f o r  t he  sake  o f  ma in ta i n i ng

the  scheme .  Bu t  t he  same  bene f i t  i s  ob ta i ned  f o r  t he  h i s t o r y

o f  specu la t i ve  t heo logy  by  an  ana l ys i s  o f  t he  i dea  o f  i t s

deve lopmen t ,  f o r  t he  ana l ys i s  does  y i e l d  a  gene ra l  s cheme

bu t  i t  does  so ,  no t  f r om  a  cons ide ra t i on  o f  pa r t i cu l a r  h i s t o r i -

ca1  f ac t s ,  bu t  so l e l y  f r om a  cons ide ra t i on  o f  t he  na tu re  o f

human  specu la t i on  on  a  g i ven  sub jec t -

To  exp ress  more  conc re te l y  t he  na tu re  o f  t h i s  bene f i t ,

i t  w i l l  su f f i ce  t o  say  t ha t  t he  a rgumen t  w j - I I  be  ab le  t o  p ro -

ceed not  f rom the twent ieth century through the s ixteenth

to the th i r teenth but  f rom the fourth century through the

twe l f t h  t o  s t .  Thomas .  So  f a r  f r om  a l l ow ing  t he  haun t i ng f i gu res

o f  Dom i .n i cus  Banez  and  Ludov i cus  Mo l i na  t o  dom ina te  ou r  i nves -

t i ga t i on  o f  S t .  Thomas rs  t houqh t ,  we  hope  t o  make  i t  con t i n -

uous l y  ev i den t  t ha t  t hese  g rea t  t heo loq ians  w ro te  t h ree  cen -

t u r i es  a f t e r  S t .  Thomas  had  ended  h i s  b r i l l i an t  ca ree r .

Because  t he  i ngu i r y  i s  h j - s t o r i ca l ,  i t  canno t  bu t  be  i nduc -

t i ve .  I t  j . s  poss ib l e  t o  cons t ruc t  a  p r i o r i  a  gene ra l  s cheme

o f  t he  h i s t o r i ca l  p rocess  because  t he  human  m ind  i s  a lways

the  human  m ind .  Bu t  t he re  i s  no  more  a  poss ib i J - i t y  o f  f i l l i ng

i n  t he  de ta i l s  o f  t ha t  scheme  a  p r i o r i  t han  t he re  i s  o f  p re -

d i c t i ng  t he  f u tu re .  Conc re te l y ,  when  commen ta to r s  t e f l  us

tha t  S t .  Thomas  rnus t  mean  t h i s  o r  t ha t ,  e i t he r  t hey  a re  m i s -

us i ng  t he  wo rd  mus t  - -  wh i ch  conno tes  necess i t y  o r  e l se

they  a re  c l a im ing  t o  demons t ra te  i n  a  sc i ence  t ha t  does  no t

p roceed  by  demons t ra t i on .  I t  i s  poss ib l e  t o  exc l - ude  any  g i ven

j - n te rp re ta t i on  w i t h  ce r t i t ude ,  f o r  t hen  one  mere l y  has  t o

p roduce  ev i dence  t ha t  S t .  Thomas  con t rad i c t s  i t .  Bu t  t he  on l y

poss ib l e  way  t o  demons t ra te  an  i n t e rp re ta t i on  i s  t o  enumera te

the  en t i r e  l - i s t  o f  specu la t i ve  poss ib i l i t i e s ,  demons t ra te

t h a t  t h e  e n u m e r a t i o n  i s  c o m p l e t e  ( t h a t  i s  t h e  d i f f i c u l t  p o i n t ) ,

and  t hen  exc lude  a I I  v i ews  excep t  one .
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For this reason we aim at cert i tude only in negative
conclusions; in posit ive ones we are content with probabil i ty.

The degree of probabil i ty attained wil l  appear from the
structure of the inductlon to be made-

In the f irst place, al l  guessing is excluded by the method.
The argument does not consist in proposing and then veri fying
hypotheses. Instead of hypotheses there is used the a priori

scheme of speculat ive development, whi.ch is not an hypothesis
but a demonstrable conclusion. Consequently, instead of as-
sembling the data and guessing at their signif icance, the
argument employs what strategists term a ttpincertt  movement.
T t  does  so  in  f i ve  d is t inc t  s tages .

First,  i t  determines the general form of the speculat ive
rnovement on the nature of grace from St. Augustine to St.
Thomas. The analysis of such a movement has revealed that
there are seven phases in the normal evolut ion of an explana-
t ion by a compound theorem. It  happens that the explanation
of the necessity of grace in the prima Secundae is a compound
theorem and that each of the six earl ier phases can easi ly
be  ver i f ied  in  ear l ie r  works .  The procedure  is  essent ia l ry
the sarne as when a mathematician works out an equation from
generar considerations and then a physicist evaluates the
unknown coeff icients by objective measurements. Just as the
physici-st obtains the formula for a natural law, so also by
this means do rrre obtain the basic form of the development
that extends from the f i f th century to the thirteenth. Thus,
rr i thout making any hypotheses on the nature of grace, rde are
able to correlate statements made by dif ferent people at dif_
ferent t imes merery in virtue of the assumption that the peopre
in  ques t ion  were  a1 l  men,  a l l  th ink ing ,  and h is to r ica l l y  in te r_
dependent in their thought.

such is the f irst inductive movement. The second proceeds
inverse ly  f rom the  par t i cu la r  to  the  genera l ;  i t  cons is ts
in  assembl ing  the  exp l i c i t  s ta tements  on  the  na ture  o f  q ra t ia
operans to be found in the writ ings of St. Augustine, St.
Anselm, Peter Lonbard. St. Albert the Great, and St. Thomas.

The third and fourth movements are incidental.  In simpler
sciences than the history of speculat ive theology, the rrpincer"

process from both generar to part icular and from part icular
to general would suff ice to yield the conclusion. But i t  hap_
pens that speculat ive theology is a very pecul iar science.
rts problems have to do with the relat ions betireen the natural

1 3
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and  t he  supe rna tu ra f  o rde rs .  I nasmuch ,  t hen ,  as  specu fa t i ve

theology concej-ves the supernatural  on the analogy of  the

na tu ra l ,  i t  j - s  necessa ry  t o  make  a  spec ia l  i nqu i r y  i n t o  S t .

Thomas rs  i dea  o f  ope ra t i on .  r nasmuch  as  t he re  i s  a  na tu ra l

e l emen t  w i t h i n  t he  f i e l d  o f  t he  t heo log i ca l  p rob lem,  i t  i s

necessa ry  t o  make  ano the r  spec ia l  i nqu i r y  i n t o  S t .  Thomas ' s

t h e o r y  o f  t h e  h u m a n  w i I I ,  i t s  l i b e r t y ,  t h e  I i m i t a t i o n s  o f

i t s  l i be r t y ,  and  t he  gene ra l  h ray  i n  wh i ch  God  ope ra tes  upon

i - t .  Bo th  o f  t hese  i nqu i r i es  a re  subs id i a r y ,  unde r t aken  no t

f o r  t he i r  own  sakes  bu t  p r i nc i pa l l y  t o  e l - im ina te  m i s i n te rp re -

t a t i o n s  o f  S t .  T h o m a s ' s  p o s i t i o n  a n d  t o  r e v e a l  t h a t  h i s  m i n d

i s  f a r  mo re  resou rce fu l  t han  r s  common l y  supposed .

W i , t h  t h i s  wo rk  accomp l i shed ,  i t  i s  poss lb l e  t o  r e tu rn

t o  t h e  m a i n  p r o b l e m :  t h e  i d e a  o f  o p e r a t i v e  9 r a c e .  A s  i t  i s

n n l r r  i n  f h o  P r i - ^  S e c u n d a e  t h a t  S t .  T h o m a s  p o s i t s  a n  o p e r a t i v e:
g race  t ha t  i s  no t  hab i t ua l  bu t  ac tua f ,  and  as  none  o f  h i s

p redecesso rs  had  t houg rh t  t h i ngs  ou t  w i t h  such  f i nesse  and

p rec i s i on  as  t o  be  ab l - e  t o  en te r t a i n ,  exp l i c i t l y  and  f o rma l l y ,

t ha t  ve r y  comp lex  i dea ,  we  a re  con ten t  b r i e f l y  t o  t r ea t  h i s

pos i t i on  i n  t he  Sen tences  and  t he  De  Ve r i t a t e  - -  whe re  ope ra t i ve

g race  i s  hab i t ua l  g race  and  concen t ra te  ou r  a t t en t i on  on

t h e  w e l - 1 - k n o l r n  I - I I ,  e .  1 1 1  ,  a .  2 .

T h r o u g h o u t  t h e  s t u d y  o f  S t .  T h o m a s  s t r i c t  a t t e n t i o n  i s

pa id  t o  t he  ch rono log i ca l  o rde r  o f  h i s  wo rk ,  and  ou r  conc lu -

s i ons  a re  d rawn  ma in l y  f r om the  wo rks  whose  sequence  i s  known ,

n a m e l y ,  t h e  C o m m e n t a r v  o n  t h e  S e n t e n c e s ,  t h e  D e  V e r i t a t e ,

t h e  C o n t r a  G e n t i I e s ,  t h e  D e  P o t e n t i a ,  t h e  P a r s  P r i m a ,  t h e

QuodL ibe tum P r imum,  t he  De  Ma Io  and  t he  P r ima  Secundae .  The

Commen ta ry  on  t he  Ep i s t l e  t o  t he  Romans  and  t he  Commen ta r i es

o n A r i s t o t l e ' s P h v s i c s , M e t a p h y s i c s , a n d P e r i H e r m e n e i a s ,

f o rm  an  ex t reme l y  use fu l -  subs id i a r y  sou rce ;  f  do  no t  make

use  o f  t hem i n  es tab l i sh i ng  t he  I i ne  o f  deve lopmen t  o f  t hough t

o n  p a r t i c u l a r  q u e s t i o n s ,  b u t  a s  f a r  a s  t h e i r  c o n t e n t  g o e s ,

t hey  appea r  t o  be  con tempo ra ry  w i t h  t he  Pa rs  P r ima .  As  i s

p l a i n ,  t he  deg ree  o f  impo r tance  t o  be  a t t ached  t o  t he  ch rono -

I o g l - c a l  s e q u e n c e  v a r i - e s  i n  a l m o s t  e v e r y  q u e s t i o n  t h a t  i s r a i s e d .

I t  i s  p a r a m o u n t  w i t h  r e s p e c t  t o  t h e  t h e o r y  o f  g r a c e ,  w h i c h

i s  we l - I - known  t o  have  deve loped . l  The  same  i s  t r ue  w i t h  r espec t

t o  t h e  t h e o r y  o f  f r e e  w i I l .  O n  t h e  o t h e r  h a n d ,  S t .  T h o m a s ' s

t heo ry  o f  d i v i ne  f o reknow l -edge  i s  a lways  t he  sa rne ,  h i s  t heo ry

o f  p r e m o t i o n  i s  a l w a y s  t h e  s a m e  i n  i t s e l f ,  t h o u g h  n a t u r a l l y

j - t  va r i es  w i t h  t he  va r i a t i on  i n  t he  t heo ry  o f  t he  w i l 1 .  F i na l l y ,
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with regard to opinions which St. Thomas never heldr there

is no need to bother at al l  about the sequence of his writ ings.

So much then for the nature of the inquiry before us.

It  may be weII to add a statement of what we do not propose

to  do .

We are not engaged in proposing a theory in speculat ive

theo logy .  V{e  are  g iv ing  an  account  o f  someone e lse ts  theor ies .

And in that task we are not concerned with the implications

of  h is  pos i t ion ,  the  u l te r io r  deve lopment  o f  h is  pos i t ion ,

or even the defence of his posit ion. We ask what he saidt

why he said i t  and what he neant in saying i t .

Confined to the history of theological speculat ion' P4

se the inquiry is confined to the thought of a single writer.

D iscuss ion  o f  anyone e lse 's  v iews or  op in ions  is  pure ly  inc i -

denta l .  Thus ,  ear l ie r  wr i te rs  a re  cons idered because o f  the

inf luence they would exert on St. Thomas whether direct ly

or indirect ly. Later writers are considered inasmuch as their

views provide a clear formulation either of what St. Thomas

meant or of what he certainly did not mean. As the earl ier

wr i te rs  a re  he lp fu l  because o f  the i r  in f luence on  St .  Thomas,

so the later writers must be considered because of their inf lu-

ence on the reader. For this reason i t  has seemed unnecessary

to attempt any exposit ion of later opinions: for i f  the reader

has been inf luenced by them, he is already acquainted with

them; i f  he has not been inf luenced by them, then he wil l

f ind i t  sirnpler to grasp St. Thomas's thought by direct study.

Concerned sotely with an account of the thought of a

single writer, $re are concerned solely with that thought as

speculat ive. Dogmatic truths are one thingi their speculat ive

correlat ion and unif icat ion is quite another. A perfect expres-

sion of dogmatlc truth, as when a chi ld repeats his catechism,

or an eleventh-century theologian recites the creed, is no

evidence of a speculat ive posit ion. On the other hand, specula-

t ive deficiency is no proof of heterodoxy. The two are real ly

dist inct, and this work presupposes that dist inct ion. Moreovert

the  two are  d ispara te ,  so  tha t  no  spec ia l i zed  ingu i ry  can

possibly deal with both at the same t ime. Hence when we speak

of speculat ive development, vte do not mean the development

of dogma: as far as our argument qoes there need be no dogmatic

development whatever from St. Paul to the Counci l  of Trenti

and the reason why there is no such need, is that speculat ive

development and dogmatlc development are guite dif ferent;
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fo r  i ns tance ,  t he re  can  be  specuJ .a t i ve  dec l i ne ,  as  i n  t he

fou r t een th  and  f l f t een th  cen tu r j . es ;  bu t  I  do  no t  be l i eve

one  can  speak  o f  dogma t i c  decL ine  w i t h i n  t he  Chu rch .

Th i - s  d i s t i nc t i on  i s ,  o f  cou rse ,  o f  p r ima ry  i r npo r t ance .

The  reason  why  ce r t a i n  w r i t e r s  a re  ab le  t o  " demons t ra te "

t ha t  S t .  Thomas  i n  a I I  h i s  wo rk  he ld  exac t l y  t he i r  v i ews

on  ac tua l -  g race ,  when  i n  po in t  o f  f ac t  S t .  Thomas  h imse l f

d i d  no t  ho ld  t he  same  v i ew  j - n  a I1  h i s  wo rks ,  i s  t ha t  t hey

a rgue  f r om a  dogma t i c  t o  a  specu la t i ve  con t i nu i t y .  Ex  f a l so

s e q u i t u r q u o d l - i b e t .

F i na1 l y ,  con f i ned  t o  t he  h i s t o r y  o f  t he  specu la t i on

o f  a  s j . ng l e  w r i t e r  w i t h  o the r  w r i t e r s  and  o the r  ques t i ons

a l , l -  exc l uded ,  we  a re  no t  a im ing  a t  w r i t i ng  a  manua l  De  Gra t i a

o r  even  De  Gra t i a  Ope ran te .  We  do  no t  p ropose  t o  o f f e r  any

sys tema t i c  t r ea t i se  o r  t o  show  how  a  t r ea t i se  r n i gh t  be  de -

ve loped  f r om S t .  Thomas ' s  t hough t .  Thus ,  r . r e  a re  ab le  t o  om i t

en t i r eJ , y  t he  ques t i on  o f  t he  en t i t a t i ve  pe r f ec t i on  o f  g ra tu i -

t ous  d i spos i t i ons  p r i . o r  t o  j us t i . f i ca t i on .  f n  a  sys tema t i c

i ngu i r y  on  ope ra t i ve  g race ,  t ha t  ques t i on  cou ld  no t  be  om i t t ed .

Bu t  i n  an  h i s t o r i ca l  i ngu i r y  one  has  t o  l im i t  onese l f  t o

wha t  appea rs  t o  be ,  no t  i n  t he  f o re f r on t  o f  mode rn  specu la -

t i on ,  bu t  i n  t he  f o re f r on t  o f  S t .  Thomas rs  t houqh t .

1 .  The  Fo rm  o f  t he  Deve lopmen t

The  f undamen ta l -  p rob lem o f  t he  p resen t  i nqu i r y  i s  t o

de te rm ine  sc i en t i f i ca l l y  t he  un i t y  and  cohe rence  o f  a  vas t

body  o f  h i s t o r i ca l -  da ta .  Ev iden t l y ,  a  s t udy  o f  S t .  Thomas rs

though t  i n  i t s  h i s t o r i ca l  expans ion  and  s i gn i f i cance  canno t

be  ob jec t i ve  i f  unde r t aken  f r om the  v i ewpo in t  o f  l a t e r  i deas ,

p robJ -ems ,  and  t heo r i es .  Wha t  i s  r equ i r ed  i - s  a  po in t  o f  van tage

o u t s i d e  t h e  t e m p o r a L d i a L e c t i c ,  a  m a t r i x  o r  s y s t e m  o f  t h o u g h t

t ha t  a t  once  i s  as  pe r t i nen t  and  as  i nd i f f e ren t  t o  h i s t o r l ca l

even t s  as  i s  t he  sc i ence  o f  ma the rna t i c s  t o  quan t i t a t i ve  pheno -

nena .  Fo r  un less  such  a  v i ewpo in t  i s  a t t a i ned  and  ma in ta i ned ,

t hen  o f  necess i t y  t he  i nqu i r y  w i l l  r educe  t o  a  s t e r i l " e  comp i l -

a t i on  o f  un in te rp re ted  f ac t s  o r  e l - se  a  f a l l - ac i ous  p ro j ec t i on

o f  cu r ren t  ca tego r i es  i n t o  a  pe r i od  i n  wh i ch  t hey  d i d  no t

e x i s t .

W i t h  t he  a im  o f  so l v i ng  t h i s  p rob lem,  t he  p resen t  chap te r

t r ea t s  f ou r  po in t s :  t he  con ten t  o f  specu la t i ve  t heo logy ;

t he  f ou r  e femen ts  i n  specu la t i ve  t heo logy ;  t he  manne r  i n

wh i ch  t hese  e l emen ts  comb ine  t o  g i ve  t he  success i ve  phases
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a  specu la t i ve  deve l - opmen t ;

t he  specu la t i ve  deve lopmen t

1 1

a n d ,  f i n a l l y ,  t h e  s e v e n  p h a s e s

ex tend ing  f r om S t .  Augus t i ne

o f

i n

t o S t .  T h o m a s .

Th i s  " f o rm"  o f  t he  deve lopmen t  au toma t i ca l l y  p rov i des

a  s c i e n t i f i c  v i e w p o i n t  f o r  t h e  r e s t  o f  t h e  i n v e s t i g a t i o n .

I t  e l i m i n a t e s  a  h o s t  o f  i m p e r t i n e n t  q u e s t i o n s  w h i c h  o t h e r w i s e

wou ld  spon taneous l y  be  i n t r oduced  i n t o  t he  i nqu i r y  t o  g i ve

i t  a  f a l se  b i . as  and  encou rage  a  sea rch  - -  t oo  o f t en  success fu l

- -  t o  f j - nd  i n  an  au tho r  wha t  t he  au tho r  neve r  d reamt  o f .  Apa r t

f r o m  t h i s  e s s e n t i a l  n e g a t i v e  b e n e f i t ,  i t  e n a b l e s  o n e  w h o  l i v e s

i n  a  l a t e r  age  t o  unde rs tand  t hose  whose  t hough t  be longs  t o

a l m o s t  a  d i f f e r e n t  w o r I d ,  a n d  i t  d o e s  S o r  n o t  b y  t h e  s l o w

and  i ncommun i , cab le  app rehens ion  t ha t  comes  t o  t he  spec ia l i s t

a f t e r  y e a r s  o f  s t u d y ,  b u t  I o g i c a l l y  t h r o u g h  i d e a s  t h a t  a r e

de f i ned ,  a rgunen ts  t ha t  can  be  t es ted ,  and  conc lus l ons  t ha t

n e e d  o n l y  b e  v e r i f i e d .  T h u s ,  t h e  f i n e r  f r u i t s  o f  h i s t o r i c a l

s t udy  a re  t aken  ou t  o f  t he  rea lm  o f  pe rsona l  op in i on  and  made

pa r t  o f  t he  common  he r i t age  o f  s c i ence .

1 . 1 .  T h e  C o n t e n t  o f  S p e c u l a t i v e  T h e o l o q v

S p e c u l a t i v e  t h e o l o g y  d o e s  n o t  e x i s t  i n  t h e  p u r e  s t a t e .

T h e  o r d i n a r y  t e x t b o o k ,  f o r  i n s t a n c e ,  c o n t a i n s  a  v a r i e t y  o f

v e r y  d i f f e r e n t  t h i n g s .  T h e r e  a r e  s e r i e s  o f  p a s s a g e s  f r o m  s c r i p -

t u re  w i t h  he re  a  I onge r  and  t he re  a  sho r t e r  exeges i s .  The re

a re  ex t r ac t s  f r om the  Fa the rs  and ,  bes ide  t hem '  b i b l i og raph i ca l

n o t i c e s  a n d  s u m m a r i e s  o f  t h e  r e s u l t s  o f  p a t r i s t i c  s t u d y .  T h e r e

a re  re fe rences  t o  and  quo ta t i ons  f r om counc i l s  and  pon t i f i ca l

p r o n o u n c e m e n t s .  L i s t s  a n d  d i s c u s s i o n s  o f  t h e  o p i n i o n s  o f  t h e o -

l og i cans  comb ine  w j . t h  an  ub iqu i t ous  maze  o f  t echn i ca l  t e rms

a n d  w l t h  s e t s  o f  p r o o f s  o f  q u i t e  d i f f e r e n t  n a t u r e s .  P i n a l l y '

d o m i n a t i n g  a n d  u n i t i n g  a I t  e l s e  i s  t h e  f o r m i d a b l e  a r r a y  o f

* h a a n r  ^ r ^ h  ! . r i r h  ! L ^ ^ r ^ ^ t ^ - l  . F n s r t r e  a n c l  i t s  n I a C e  O fL I I e S e s  r  e d u l l  W l  L  r l  I  L 5  L r r E U r 9 9 r u a  I  Y '

impo r tance  anywhe re  be tween  t he  summi t  o f  de  f i de  de f i n i t a

a n d  t h e  m i n i m u m  o f  p r o b a b i i i o r .  S t i - i I ,  t h i s  m u l t i p l i c i t y  a n d

r , : r i c f  r r  i  s  a n v t h i n / r  h , , f  a n n f r r c i n n  T h e  W h O l e  h a S  a n  U n i t y( . r ' f  L r r ! r r Y

a n d  c o h e s i o n  m o r e  r e m a r k a b l e  a n d  l e s s  t r i v i a f  t h a n  t h a t  o f

f h e  m r r l t i o l i c a t i o n  t a b l e .  A n d  i t  i s  t h e o l o g i c a l  s p e c u l a t i o n ,

w h i c h  i s  n o t  c o n f i n e d  t o  s o m e  p a r t  b u t  p e n e t r a t e s  t h e  w h o l e

s t r u c t u r e ,  t h a t  h a s  b r o u g h t  t o  I i g h t  a n d  f o r m u l a t e d  t h i s  o r g a n -

i  c  i  f r r  i  n  r a \ z a ^  I  e d  t r u t h .

I t  i s  n e c e s s a r y  t o  i n s i s t  t h a t  s p e c u l a t i o n  i s  n o t  c o n f i n e d

tO  v rha t  a re  t e rmed  
' , p roo f s  f r om reasOn"  O r  a rqumen ta  COnVen -
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ien t i ae .  The  un i t y  o f  t he  t r ea t i se ,  t he  ve ry  i dea  o f  a  t r ea t -

i se ,  t he  a t t emp t  t o  p rove ,  t o  co r re l a te ,  t he  a r ray  o f  t hese ,

t he  t echn i ca l  t e r r ns  t ha t  a re  t o  be  f ound  i n  t he  enunc ia t i on

o f  t he  t hes i s  and  s t i l - 1 ,  mo re  i n  i t s  de f i n i t i on  and  expJ -ana -

t i . on ,  t he  d i s t i nc t i on  o f  t heo log i ca l  censu res  and  o f  d i f f e r -

en t  k i nds  o f  a rgumen t ,  a I I  i s  a  f r u i t  o f  specu la t i - on .  Bu t

t hough  specuJ .a t i on  en te r s  eve rywhe re ,  i t  i s  a l so  t r ue  t ha t

eve rywhe re  i t s  r o l e  i s  ve r y  subo rd ina te .  I t  p rov i des  t he

techn i ca l  t e rms  w i t h  t he i r  de f i n i t i ons ;  i t  does  no t  p rov i de

the  ob jec t s  t ha t  a re  de f i ned .  I t  g i ves  t he  a r rangemen t  and

o rde r  o f  t he  sub jec t ;  i t  does  no t  g i ve  wha t  i s  a r ranged  and

pu t  i n t o  o rde r .  I t  r evea l s  t he  un i t y  and  cohes ion ;  bu t  i t

nei ther creates nor d iscovers what has the uni ty and is  shown

to  hang  t oge the r .  I t  i s  t he  wo rk  o f  t he  human  i n teL lec t ;

but  what i t  works upon is the Word of  cod.

Thus  t he  con ten t  o f  specu la t i ve  t heo logy  i s  t he  con ten t

o f  a  pu re  f o r rn .  I t  i s  no t  some th ing  by  i t seJ . f  bu t  t he  i n t eL l i -

g i b l e  a r rangemen t  o f  some th ing  e1se .  I t  i s  no t  sys tema t i c

t heo logy  bu t  t he  sys tem i n  sys tema t i c  t heo logy .  Fo r  t he  human

mind  t o  g rasp  t r u th  and  make  i t  a t  once  an  e f f ec t i ve  sp r i ng

and  a  h i ghe r  f o rm  o f  ac t i on ,  t he re  mus t  be  t he  p rocess  o f

a s s i m i l a t i o n :  a  p r o c e s s  o f  d i s t i n g u i s h i n g  a n d  c o r r e l a t i n g

and  o rgan i s i ng ;  o f  d raw i -ng  ou t  imp l i ca t i ons ,  o f  d i scove r i ng

the i r  mu tua l  cohe rence ,  and  o f  cons t ruc t i ng  i ns tances  i n t o

g roups  and  g roups  i n t o  spec ies  and  spec ies  unde r  gene ra  t i l l -

f i na l l y  an  u l t ima te  un i t y  i s  a t t a i ned .  The  l abo r  o f  t h i s

p rocess  i s  w i t h  d i f f i cu l t y  r epea ted  i n  t he  f ou r  yea rs  t he

sen ina r i an  has  a t  h i s  d i sposa l .  Bu t  t ha t  l abo r  i s  neg l i g i b l e

when  compared  w i t h  t he  vas t  e f f o r t  t ha t  was  needed  i n  t he

f i r s t  i n s tance ,  when  t he  men  o f  Eu rope  emerged  f r om the  chaos

o f  a  b roken  emp i re  and  t he  d i s t r ess  o f  ba rba r i c  i nvas ron ,

and  gave  t he i r  l e i su re  t o  t he  cons t ruc t i on  no t  onJ -y  o f  ca the -

d ra l s  o f  s t one  bu t  a .Lso  o f  t he  more  endu r i ng  ca thed ra l s  o f

t h e  m i n d .  2

1  . 2 .  E l emen ts  i n  Specu la t i ve  Theo loqy

To  de f i ne  specu la t i ve  t heo logy  w i t h  g rea te r  exac t i t ude ,

i t s  f ou r  e l emen ts  a re  now  cons ide red :  t heo rems ,  t e rms ,  d i a -

I e c t i c a l  p o s i t i o n s ,  a n d  t e c h n i q u e .
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A. Theorerns

The "theoren" may be defined as the dif ference between

a cornmon notion and a scienti f ic concept.

For example, the common notion of t tgoing fasterrr and

the  sc ien t i f i c  concept  o f  "acce le ra t ion"  par t l y  co inc ide  and

part ly dif fer. They coincide inasmuch as both apprehend one

and the same objective fact. They dif fer inasmuch as the comnon

not ion  apprehends no  more  than the  fac t ,  wh i le  the  sc ien t i f i c

concept  e labora tes  i t  by  unders tand ing  i t .  F i rs t ,  "acce le ra-
t ion t t  genera l i zes  "go ing  fas te r "  to  inc lude t 'go ing  more  s low.Ly . t '

Second,  i t  submi ts  i t  to  the  subt le  ana lys is  o f  the  ca lcu lus

and enr iches  i t  w i th  the  end less  imp l ica t ions  o f  "d2  s /d t2 . "

Th i rd ,  i t  g ives  i t  a  s ign i f i can t ,  indeed a  fundamenta l ,  p lace

in the general theory of natural phenomena.

Thus the  " theorem"  is  the  sc ien t i f i c  e labora t ion  o f  a

common not ion .  I t  denotes ,  no t  the  no t ion  as  e labora ted ,  bu t

s imp ly  the  e labora t ion :  no t  "go ing  fas te r "  nor  even "go ing

more  s lowly r "  bu t  so le ly  the  genera l i za t ion ,  the  ana lys is ,

the  enr ichment  w i th  imp l ica t ion  and w i th  s ign i f i cance fo r

a  sys tem o f  thought .

To turn to an example from theology, the term "superna-

tu ra l "  in  the  wr i t ings  o f  S t .  Thonas is  c lear ly  a  sc len t i f i c

concept .  I t  i s  a  techn ica l  te rm,  and i t  i s  used pro fuse ly ;

i t  has  an  exac t  ph i losoph ic  de f in j - t ion ;  the  imp l ica t i .ons  o f

tha t  de f in i t ion  are  worked ou t  and cons is ten t ly  faced;  f ina l l y ,

i t  has  a  s ign i f i cance fo r  a  sys tem o f  thought ,  fo r  in  S t .

Thomas the  "supernatura l "  i s  fundamenta l  to  h is  who le  t rea tment

o f  the  order  o f  g race .

St i IL ,  theo logy  d id  no t  a lways  possess  th is  sc ien t i f i c

concept .3  In  Peter  Lombard ,  the  t tsupernatura l "  i s  s impJ.y  a

common notion. He does not use the term, though he has about

twenty  more  or  Iess  equ iva len t  express ions .a  He fa i l s  to  no te

the disproport ion between the order of nature and the order

o f  g race ,  though he  does  s ta te  some re l -a ted  propos i t ions .s

And tha t  th is  imp l i .es  a  de fec t  in  specu la t i ve  deve lopment

wou ld  seem to  be  proved f rom h is  unsat is fac to ry  so lu t ion  o f

an  e lementary  d i f f i cu l ty  in  connect ion  w i th  the  na ture  o f

m e r i t .  6

B. Terms

,"r i l l .  an obvious product of specul-at ion,

Words  denote  aspec ts  o f  rea l i t y ,  tha t  a re  s ign i f i can t

1 9
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f rom a  g i ven  po in t  o f  v i ew .  The  ana l y t i c  p rocesses  o f  specu la -

t i v e  t h o u g h t  n e c e s s a r i l y  r e s u l t  i n  a  c o m p l e x  t r a n s i t i o n  f r o m

the  l a t en t  t o  t he  ev i den t ,  f r om  the  vague  t o  t he  de f i n i t e ,

f r om the  imp l i c i t  t o  t he  exp l i c i t ,  f r om  the  naked  f ac t  t o

i t s  s c i e n t i f r c  e l a b o r a t l o n .  P a r a I l - e I  t o  t h i s  p r o c e s s  a n d

i t s  necessa ry  consequen t ,  t he re  i s  ano the r  p rocess  i - n  wh i ch

o ld  wo rds  rece i ved  more  p rec i se  mean ings  and  new  wo rds  a re

i n t r oduced .

To  g i ve  two  examp les :  " sac ramen t "  i s  an  o fd  wo rd  t ha t

rece i ved  a  p rec i se  de f i n i t i on ;  " ac tua l  g race t t  i s  a  new  te rm

wh ich  does  no t  occu r  even  i n  S t .  Thomas ;  he  speaks  o f  t he

a u x i l i u m d i v i n u m .

The  consequen t  p rob lem fo r  dogma t i c  t hough t  i s  we l l

known :  t he  t heo log ian  mus t  eve r  bea r  i n  m ind  t he  d i s t i nc t i on

bet$reen the language of  dogmat ic sources and the language

o f  sc i en t i f i c  t hough t .  Bu t  i t  i s  l ess  c l ea r  t ha t  h i s t o r i ans

have  a t t ended  su f f i c i en t l y  t o  a  s im i l a r  p rob lem o f  t he i r

own ;  no t  on l y  mus t  t hey  d i s t i ngu i sh  be t r . r een  t he  l anguage

o f  t he  sou rces  and  t he  sc i en t i f i c  l anguage  o f  t he i r  own  day ;

t hey  mus t  a l so  t ake  i n t o  accoun t  t he  sc i en t i f i c  l anguage

o f  t he  pe r i od  t hey  a re  t r ea t i ng .

C .  T h e  D i a l e c t i c a l  P o s i t i o n

Sc ien t i s t s  have  wha t  may  be  ca I I ed  a  "me thodo log i ca l

pos i t i on . "  They  w i l l  ma in ta i n  i ncompa t i b l e  t heo r i es  s imu l -

t aneous l y :  because  o f  gene raJ -  phenomena ,  l i gh t  has  t o  be

an  undu la t i on ;  because  o f  spec ia l  p rob lems ,  i t  i s  an  em iss i on

o f  pa r t i c J .es .  The  bas i s  o f  t h i s  pos i t i on  i s  t ha t  a t  p resen t

t he  sc i en t i s t  i s  i gno ran t  o f  t he  t r u th  bu t  i n  t he  f u tu re ,

as  f a r  r emoved  as  you  p l ease ,  he  w i l l  possess  t he  comp le te

expJ.anat ion of  a l l ,  phenomena.

The  "d i a l ec t i ca l  pos i t i on "  o f  t he  t heo log ian  i s  a t  once

m o r e  r a d i c a L a n d  m o r e  c o h e r e n t .

On  t he  one  hand ,  i t  ma in ta i ns  t ha t  d i f f e ren t  t r u t hs

o f  f a i t h  o r  doc t r i nes  o f  f a i t h  and  ce r t a i n  conc lus i ons

o f  t he  hunan  reason  canno t  be  con t rad i c t o r y .  T ru th  i s

one  and  God  i s  t r u th .  Hence ,  no  ma t t e r  how  g rea t  t he  oppos i -

t j - on  may  appea r  t o  be ,  i t  i s  a lways  poss ib l e  t o  a t t a i n  t he

nega t i ve  cohe rence  o f  non -con t rad i c t i on .

On  t he  o the r  hand ,  i t  ma in ta i ns  t ha t  a t  no  po in t  o f

t ime  w i l I  t he  human  unde rs tand ing  en joy  a  f u l l  exp lana t i - on

o f  a I1  doc t r i nes  o f  f a i t h .  Fo r  u l t ima te l y  t heo logy  dea l s



INTRODUCTION

with nystery, with God in his transcendence. Speculat ion may
construct the terms and theorems apt to correlate and unify
dogmatic data; but the unif lcat ion i t  attains cannot be explan-
a tory  in  i t s  en t i re ty i  the  mind  a t ta ins  a  symmet ry ,  bu t  i t s
apex ,  the  u l t imate  moment  and the  bas is  o f  i t s  in te l l ig ib i l i t y ,
stands beyond the human intel lect.

Thus  the  "d ia lec t j . ca t  pos i t ion t t  i s  the  asser t ion  o f  the
negative coherence of non-contradict ion but the simultaneous
denial of the posit ive coherence of complete understanding.

D. Technique

The necess i ty  o f  a  specu la t i ve  , ' techn ique"  i s  th ree fo ld .
The whole f ield of data must be envisaged, or thought is un-
balanced. The natural element in problems must be accurately
analyzed, or thought is vague. euestions must be taken in
their proper order, or the conclusion wil l  be no more than
the reemergence of the init ial  problem in a more acute form.

Ph i losoph ia  anc i l la  theo loq iae :  i t  supp l ies  the  necessary
breadth  o f  v iew;  i t  i s  the  accura te  ana lys is  o f  the  na tura l
element in theological problems; i ts method is also a method
for the systematic treatment of the question of theology.T

It is to be observed that technique not only gives the
form but  a lso  in f luences  the  conten t  o f  specu la t i ve  thought .

F i rs t  o f  a I1 ,  the  ph i losoph ic  ana lys is  o f  the  na tura l
e lement  in  a  theo log icar  p rob lem ( fo r  ins tance,  the  ana lys is
o f  f ree  w i l r  in  the  prob lem o f  g race  and l iber ty )  obv iousry
determines part of the solut i-on of that problem. rn the second
p1ace, there is inf luence by analogy. Nature is a theophany.
So a1so, on a higher mode, is revelat ion and the economy of
the  supernatura l  o rder .  I t  fo l lows tha t  an  ana logy  ex is ts
between the f ield of phi losophy and that of theology, and
tha t  ph i rosoph ic  ana lys is  revears  d i .s t inc t ions  and reLat ions
lrhich may be transposed in some fashion into theological
theorems.

Th is  in f luence does  a  g rea t  dea l  to  exp la in  cer ta in  p rob_
rems in  the  h is to ry  o f  theorogy .  But  i t  w i l r  be  pre ferabre
to  cons j -der  here .  no t  any  ac tua l  ins tance,  bu t  a  pure ly  f i c_
t i t ious  one i  fo r  l re  w ish  s imp ly  to  make an  abs t rac t  po in t
and so had best avoid the complexity of concrete instance.
Let us suppose some speculator at a period prior to the elabor_
at ion  o f  the  sc ien t i f i c  de f in i t ion  and d iv is ions  o f  g race ;
let us arso suppose that he derived his technigue from platonic

21
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though t ,  i n  pa r t i cu l a r ,  f r om  the  L i be r  de  Caus i s ,  wh i ch  nay

be  by  A1 - f a rab i .  Fo r  h im ,  t hen ,  mo t i on  wou ld  be  caused  by

L i f e ,  a n d  l i f e  b y  t h e  A b s o l u t e  L i f e ;  f u r t h e r ,  h e  w o u l - d ' h a v e

some  vague  d i s t i nc t i on  be tween  subs tan t i a  and  ac t i o ,  bu t  t h i s

wou ld  s t i l l  be  awa i t i ng  deve l - opmen t  i n t o  a  d i s t i nc t i on  be tween

subs tance  and  acc iden t .  Nob ,  no t  on l y  i s  i t  mos t  p robab le  t ha t

ou r  hypo the t i ca l  t h i nke r  wou ld  be  I i ke I y  t o  conce i ve  g race

in  t e rms  o f  I i f e  o r  pe rhaps  i n t e l l i gence  on  t he  ana logy  o f

h i s  sys tem o f  ph i l osophy .  Wha t  i s  mo re  impo r tan t  i s  t ha t  i t

wou ld  no t  occu r  t o  h im  t o  ask  whe the r  o r  no t  g race  i s  an  acc i -

den t  i n  t he  sou l ,  and ,  i f  an  acc i den t ,  whe the r  t he re  a re  g races

en t i t a t i ve l y  d i s t l nc t ,  and ,  i f  t ha t  1s  so r  whe the r  some  o f

t hese  a re  hab i t ua l  g i f t s  and  o the rs  t r ans ien t -  The  v l ho l - e  r ange

o f  s u c h  q u e s t i o n s  f i e s  e n t i r e l y  o u t s i d e  h i s  f i e l d  o f  v i s i o n .

No t  a \ r r a re  o f  such  d i s t i nc t i ons  i n  t he  na tu ra l  o rde r ,  he  w iL l

no t  make  h i s  f i r s t  d i s cove ry  o f  t hem i - n  t he  supe rna tu ra l .

He  does  no t  deny  t hem,  ce r t a i n l y  no t .  The  po in t  i s  t ha t  he

s imp l y  f a i l s  t o  t h i nk  o f  t hem.  A  pe rson  who  has  neve r  hea rd

o f  De  l t l o i v re ' s  t heo rem canno t  be  accused  o f  t he  e r ro r  o f  r e -

j ec t i ng  t ha t  t heo rem;  and  no  ma t t e r  how  exac t  and  f am i l i a r

h i s  know ledge  o f  Euc l i d ,  t ha t  i s  no  p roo f  t ha t  he  wou ld  r e fuse

to  cons ide r  t he  emp loymen t  o f  comp lex  numbers .  H i s  pos i t i on

on  t he  po in t  i s  a  pu re  " f u tu rab le : "  wha t  wou ld  t ake  p l ace

unde r  c i r cums tances  t ha t  do  no t  ex i s t .  S im i l a r l y  w i t h  r ega rd

to  t he  hypo the t i caJ -  d i sc i p l e  o f  A I - f a rab i ;  h i s  specu la t i on

i s  de fec t i ve .  Bu t  t he  t heo log i ca l  de fec t ,  p rov i ded  i t  i n vo l ves

no  re j ec t i on  o f  wha t  i s  exp l i c i t  i n  t he  dogma t i c  sou rces ,

is  the defect  not  of  error  but  of  ignorance or  even of  nescience.s

1  . 3 .  Phases  l n  t he  Deve lopmen t  o f  Theo loq i ca l

Specu la t i on

The  nex t  po in t  i s  t he  co r re l a t i on  o f  t he  e l emen ts :  t heo r -

ems ,  t e rms ,  d i a l ec t i ca l  pos i t i ons ,  t echn ique .  As  t hese  may

be  comb ined  i n  d i f f e ren t  ways  and  as  some  comb ina t i ons  a re

na tu ra l l y  p r i o r  t o  o the rs ,  t he  resu f t  o f  t h i s  co r re l a t i on

i s  a  s u c c e s s i o n  o f  d i f f e r e n t  p h a s e s .

The  t e rm  t t phases "  i s  used  i n  an  ana logous  sense .  Phases

in  deve lopmen t  a re  no t  f unc t i ons  o f  t he  va r i ab . l - e  t t t ime , r r  l j . ke

the  phases  o f  t he  moon ,  bu t  comp lex  f unc t i ons  o f  two  p r i nc i pa l

va r i ab les ,  t ' t heo rems"  and  t t t echn ique . t '  Acco rd i ng l y ,  wha t  $ te

hope  t o  es tab l i sh  i s  no t  any  a  p r i o r i  f o rm  o f  h i s t o r y  bu t
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mere sets of abstract categories that have a special reference
to  the  h is to r ica l  p rocess .

I t  w i l l  be  we l l  a t  once to  summar ize  what  fo l lows.
First is outl ined the PRELTMTNARY pHAsE. rt  is col lect ion

and classif icat ion of dogmatic data relat ive to speculat ive
prob lems-  such co l lec t ion  and c rass i f i ca t ion  is  found,  re la t i ve
to part icular questions in the controversial writ ings of the
Fathers ,  re la t i ve  to  a1 l  ques t ions  in  a  Book o f  Sentences .

second are contrasted the rNrrrAL AND F'rNAL DrALEcrrcAL
Posr r roNs.  Theo log ica l  specu la t ion  never  exp la ins  myster ies ,  h r t
i t  does advance from an init ial  posit ion, in which the nystery
is  no t  d is t ingu ished f rom ad jacent  mere ly  ph i losoph ic  p rob lems
and the connection between the dif ferent mysteries is not
defined, towards a f i .nal posit ion in which the pure element
o f  mys tery  s tands  in  i -so la t ion  f rom a l l  e1se.

Third are studied the INTERMEDIATE PHASES. These are
of two kinds: either the speculat ive deveropment arises from
externar i .nf luences or i t  ar ises from the attainment of inter-
na I  coherence.

I f  deve lopment  a r ises  f rom ex terna l  in f luences ,  i t  se ts
up TNTERMEDTATE pHAsEs FRoM DEvELopTNG TEcHNreuE. such develop-
ments  a re  o f  th ree  k inds :  f i r s t  deve lopments  in  ph i losophy
i tse l f ,  such  as  the  subs t i tu t ion  o f  Ar is to te l ian  thought  fo r
Pra ton ic ;  second,  ph i losoph ic  c la r i f i ca t ion  o f  the  na turar
e lement  in  the  d ia rec t icar  pos i t ions ,  fo r  ins tance,  coherent ry
main ta in ing  a  ph i rosoph ic  de f in i t ion  o f  human l iber ty  and
not deflning l iberty as the capacity to do good when one has
grace i  th i rd '  the  in t roduc t ion  o f  ph i rosoph ic  anarog ies  in to
the  theo log ica l  f ie1d ,  fo r  ins tance,  a f f i rm ing  the  grace o f
jus t i f i ca t ion  to  be  hab i tua l .

I f  on the other hand development arises from the specula_
tive attainment of internar coherence, i t  sets up TNTERMEDTATE
PHASES FROM DEVELOPING THEOREMS. ThUS, iN thc SiMPICSI. CASC
of any compJ.exity, name.r.y the correLation of two theorems
related as species and genus, there are no less than seven
phases .

1 . 3 . 1 .  T h e  p r e l i m i n a r y  p h a s e

Since speculat ive theology is the systematic element
in the presentation of dogmatic truths, i ts prel iminary phase
wilr consist in the f irst movements towards an expranatory
unif icat ion of the data to be found in the dogmatic sources.

2 3



1 A METHOD

Thus ,  a  commen ta ry  on  ho l y  sc r l p t u re  i ' s ,  o f  i t s  na tu re t

a pre-Speculat i .ve work.  Such were the cornmentar ies I , ' r i t ten

by  t he  Fa the rs ,  t he  med ieva l  G lossa , '  S t '  Thomas ' s  Ca tena

au rea .  The  same  i s  t r ue  o f  S t .  Thomas ts  commen ta r i es  on  S t '

Pau l  wh i ch  ra the r  make  use  o f  specu la t i ve  know l -edge  t han  ra i se

specu la t i ve  ques t i ons .

on  t he  o the r  hand ,  t he  con t rove rs i a l  wo rks  o f  t he  Fa the rs

and  t he  med ieva l  Books  o f  sen tences  ev i den t l y  cons t i t u t e  an

ln i t i a l -  phase  i n  specu la t i ve  t hough t '  The  Fa the rs  co l - l ec t

numerous  passages  f r om sc r i - p tu re  t o  bea r  on  a  s i ng le  po in t :

f o r  i ns tance ,  S t .  Augus t i ne  weaves  t oge the r  an  a r ray  o f  t ex t s

on  g race  i n  v i go rous  po lem ic  aga ins t  t he  Pe lag ians '  S im i l a r l y

a  Book  o f  sen tences  co l l ec t s  and  c l ass i f i e s  dogma t i c  da ta

i n  t he i r  r e l a t i . on  t o  se r i es  o f  specu la t i ve  ques t i ons .  I n  ne r -

t he r  case  i s  an  exp lana to r y  un i f i ca t i on  o f  t he  da ta  t hede l i b -

e ra te  ob jec t  o f  t he  wo rk .  I n  bo th  cases  t he re  i s  a  man i f es t

p repa ra t i on  f o r  t he  pu re  specu la t i ve  e f f o r t :  f o r  one  canno t

specu la te  w i t hou t  hav ing  some th ing  t o  specu la te  abou t '

Th i s  wou ld  seem to  be  t he  reason  why  i nnumerab le  specuJ -a -

t i ve  t heo log ians  w ro te  commen ta r i es  on  t he  sen tences  o f  Pe te r

Lombard.

I n  t he  f i r s t  p l ace  h i s  wo rk  was  em inen t l y  su i t ed  t o  be

the  bas i s  o f  specu la t i ve  t hough t .  He  be longed  t o  t he  reac t i on

aga ins t  t he  excesses  o f  Pe te r  Abe la rd .  He  w ro te  t o  r e fu te

the  he re t i ca l  t endenc ies  o f  h i s  day .  Bu t  h i s  r e fu ta t i on  l . r as

not  by argunent but  by appeal"  to author i ty :  he proposed to

p resen t  t he  t each ings  o f  t he  Fa the rs  add ing  bu t  1 i t t 1e  o f

h i s  own ,  t o  oppose  t he  he re t i ca l  p l ac i t um ,  t he  sa t i s f ac t i on

o f  t he  unde rs tand ing ,  w i t h  t he  ve rum o f  dogma t i c  t r u th '  And

to  t h i s  avowed  pos i t i ve  t endency  he  adds  t he  advan taqe  o f

a  c l a s s i f i e d  c o l l e c t i o n  o f  d a t a . r 0

In  an  a r t i . c l - e  a l r eady  men t i oned  F r '  Pe l s t e r  has  d rawn

a t t en t i on  t o  t h i s  s i gn i f i cance  o f  Books  o f  Sen tences .  so  f a r

f r om pu t t i ng  an  end  t o  t he  p l ac i t a  o f  specu la t i on ,  Pe te r  Lom-

ba rd  seems  s imp l y  t o  have  p rov i ded  specu la t i on  w i t h  a  so l - i d

bas i s :  t he  scanda l i sed  P r i o r  a t  wo rces te r  a t t r i bu tes  t he  ev i l

sp i r i t  o f  h i s  day  t o  t he  s im i l a r  sen tences  o f  Pe te r  o f  Po i t i e r s ;

l a t e r  R i cha rd  F i shac re  t e l l s  h i s  pup i l s  a t  ox fo rd  t ha t  mode rn

mas te r s  t each  on l y  mo ra l  t heo logy  d i r ec t l y  f r om  sc r i p t u re i

t he  d i scuss ion  o f  dogma t i c  ques t i ons  i - s  based  on  a  Book  o f

S e n t e n c e s . I r
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A f inal point in this connecti .on is the Loose relat ion

between the Book of Sentences and i ts later commentaries.

Fr .  Pe ls te r  genera l i zes :  "Je  we i te r  man s ich  von der  Ze i t

des Lombarden entfernte, um so loser wurde die Verbindung

zwishchen seinem Text und der behandelten Frage. Immer aber

b is  zum 16.  Jahrhunder t  b l ieb  d iese  mater ie l le  Verb indung

zwischen Sentenzenvo r lesung und theologischer Spekulat ion

bes tehen. " r2The po in t  tha t  concerns  us  is  the  fac t  o f  deve lop-

ment which. imposes this ever looser connection betv.reen Sen-

tences and Commentary. To take the example of operative grace,

Peter Lombard makes i t  the fundamental and practical ly the
so le  top ic  o f  the  26 th  d is t inc t ion  o f  h is  second book ;  S t .
Thomas has  s ix  a r t i c les  on  th j .s  d is t inc t ion ,  bu t  opera t ive
grace does  no t  en ter  in to  cons idera t ion  un t i l  the  f i f th  a r t i -
cle; the development between Peter and St. Thomas had raised
four prior questions that had to be sett led before the opera-
t ive character of grace could be considered.

1  . 3 . 2 .  I n i t i a l  a n d  F i n a l  D i a l e c t i c a l  p o s i t i o n s

Theorems develop, terms change, technigue increases,
bu t  the  d ia lec t i ca l  pos i t ion  a lways  remains .  Thus  i t  i s  th is
posit ion that is the constant element and, as i t  were, consti-
tutes the identi ty of any part icular development in speculat ive
theology. Nonetheless, there is a dif ference between the ini-
t ia l  and the  f ina l  d ia l -ec t i ca l  pos i t ion .

Init ial ly there is simply the aff irmation of two appar-
ently opposed truths. crace is necessaryi but the wil l  is
also free. Scripture asserts both; scripture is the Word of
God; therefore, both are true.

On the other hand, the f inal dialect ical posit ion by
the use of technigue and the development of theorems has el i-
ninated al l  but the essence of the mystery. I t  leaves to faith
not hunan problems, nor the human element in rel igious prob-
Iems, but the pure formulation of the point that cannot be
encompassed by the human understanding. Before appealing to
the  d ia lec t i ca l  pos i t ion ,  i t  se t t les  the  pr io r  gues t ions .

Grace is necessary: but what is grace, what are i ts divisions,
what is the mode of i ts act ion, what is i ts eff icacy, what
is the dif ference between this eff icacy and the cert l tude
of divine providence, the infal l ibi l i ty of dlvine foreknow-
Iedge,  the  i r res is t ib i l l t y  o f  d iv ine  w i l l?  And the  w i l l  o f
man is free: but what is the wil l ,  what is i ts act, what are
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the  cond i t i ons  and  t he  causes  o f  t ha t  ac t ,  wha t  p rec i se l y

i s  f r eedon ,  wha t  a re  t he  l im i t a t i ons  o f  f r eedom,  wha t  i s

the connect ion between the l i rn i tat ions of  human freedom and

the  necess i t y  o f  g race?  I f  t he  p rob lem i s  a  mys te r y  i n  t he

s t r i c t es t  sense  o f  t he  t e rm ,  as  i s  t he  mys te r y  o f  t he  B lessed

T r i n i t y ,  t hen ,  even  a f t e r  a I1  t hese  gues t i ons  have  been  sa t i s -

f ac to r i l y  se t t l ed ,  i t  w j . t l  s t i l l  be  necessa ry  t o  f r ame  t he

conc lus i on  i n  t he  d i a l ec t i ca l  pos i t i on .  Bu t  t he re  i s  a  man i -

f es t  d i f f e rence  be tween  t h i s  f i na l  d i a l ec t i ca l  pos i t i on  and

the  i n i t i a l  pos i t i on  t ha t  s imp l y  asse r t s  t he  compa t i b i l i t y

o f  g race  and  f r ee  w i1 l .

1 . 3 .3 .  I n t e rmed ia te  Phases  f r om DeveLop ing  Techn lgue

one  cause  o f  t he  t r ans i t i on  f r o rn  t he  i n i t i a l  t o  t he

f j - na l  d i a l ec t i ca l  pos i t i on  i s  ph i l osoph i c  deve lopmen t .  I t

w i l l  have  t h i s  i n f l uence  pa r t Ly  because  i t  p rov i des  t he  ana lo -

gous  bas i s  f o r  t heo rems  and  pa r t l y  because  i t  de f i nes  t he

na tu ra l  e l emen t  i n  t he  i n i t i a l  d i a l ec t i ca l  pos i t i on -  Bu t

be fo re  t r ea t i ng  t hese  two  po in t s ,  i t  w i l I  be  we l l  t o  say

some th ing  on  ph i l osoph i c  deve lopmen t  i t se l f .

A.  The Development of  Phi losophv

A  d i s t i nc t i on  has  t o  be  d rawn  be tween  t he  end less  va r i -

e t y  o f  ph i l osoph i c  schoo l s  t ha t  succeed  one  ano the r  i n  eve r

growing confusion and,  on the other hand, the development

o f  t he  ph i l osophy  t ha t  i s  t he  ph i l osoph ia  pe renn i s .

Ph i l osophy  as  ph i l osoph ia .  pe renn i s  i s  man ts  app rehens ion

o f  t he  e te rna l  and  immu tab le .  L j . ke  a l I  I ' im i t ed  be ing .  i t

i s  po ten t i aJ - i t y  and  ach ievemen t ,  dunam is  and  ene rge la ,  po -

t ency  and  ac t .  I t s  po tency  i s  t he  l ove  o f  w i sdom:  i t  i s  de -

t achmen t ,  o r i en ta t i on ,  i nsp i r a t i . on .  I t s  ac t  i s  t he  t r i umph

o f  t he  reason  sys tema t i ca l l y  r evea l i ng  t he  l i gh t  o f  t he  e te r -

nal  1n the l ight  of  common day.  For a l l  t ime the potency

i s  r ep resen ted  by  P1a to ,  t he  ac t  by  A r i s t o t l e .  And  so  f r on

the nature of  the case the development of  the phi losophia

pe renn i s  j - s  r ec t i l i nea r i  i t  can  embrace  d i f f e rences  as  w ide

as those that  exist  between the pagan f rom Stagira and the

Chr i s t i an  sa in t  o f  Aqu ino ;  ye t ,  howeve r  g rea t  such  d i f f e rences

may  appea r  ou twa rd l y ,  i t  r ema ins  t ha t  t hey  emerge  on l y  t o

rnake  more  sys tema t i ca l l y  ce r t a i n  and  secu re  a  pos i t i on  t ha t

i s  un j - que  because  i t  i s  cen t ra l .
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The existence of a @ is not refuted

but confirmed by the f lux of the phi losophies. For i t  is only

too apparent that i f  phi losophy's goal is the eternal, st i l l

phi losophers are forever succumbing to the spir l t  of their

d9€r becoming part of i ts l imited culture, turning their

thoughts to i ts cr ises and probJ.ems. This inf luence of the

Platonic t tunreal" is the supreme obstacle both to phi losophic

achievement and to the conservation of what has been achieved;

nor does the emergence of the perfect thinker suff ice; the

environment also must r ing true, and the t ime must be propi-

t ious. I t  needed an Athens that could boast in the tone of

the Funeral Oration, i f  Socrates was to discuss instead of

simply teaching as did Gautama, i f  Plato was to perpetuate

a  v is ion  o f  an  idea l  po l i t y  ins tead o f  c rys ta l l i z ing  a  code

of manners as did Confucius. On the other hand the shadow

of infel ici ty hung too heavi ly over the Empire for thinkers

to be balancedi they were too much of the worLd and Epicureans,

or too much against i t  and Stoj.cs, or too eager to escape

it and Neo-Platoni-sts. As for the febri le modern mind demand-

ing perpetual change yet horr i f ied by the monsters i t  begets,

1et Touchstone ask, "shepherd, hast thou any phi losophy?".

B. Developinq Technique and the Dialect ical Posit ion

The essential moment in the transit ion from the init ial

to the f inal dialect ical posit ion is the emergence of a systen-

a t ic  d is t inc t ion  be tween reason and fa i th .  I t  i s  to  be  ob-

served, however, that this dist inct ion must not only be enunci-

ated in general but also applied to each part icular problem.

The only way to make clear the dif f iculty of such an applica-

t ion is to give an example. We consider the definit ion of
human l iberty.

The condemnation of Peter Abelardrs proposit ion, euod
liberum arbitr ium per se suff ici t  ad al iquod bonumrr3 quite

possibly led to the pecul iar definit ion of l iberty to be found

in Peter Lombard. la

Liberun vero arbitr ium est facultas rat ionis et volun-
ta t i s ,  qua bonumr-_gra t ia  ass is ten te ,  e l ig i tu r ,  ve l  ma lum,
eadum des is ten te .  "

Plainly this is to assert the dialect ical posit ion on the
relat ion between grace and I iberty at the very moment one
defines l iberty: i t  rnakes i t  inpossible to f ind any opposit ion
between grace and l iberty as definedrt6 though i t  leaves i t
very doubtful that the definit ion is correct.rT fn fact, when
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t he  Lombard  w i shed  t o  make  c l ea r  t he  na tu re  o f  l i be r t y ,  he

tu rned  t o  t he  de f i n i t i . on  o f  Boe th i us r sand  w ro te :

( L i be rum a rb i t r i um)  ph i l osoph i  de f i n i en tes  d i xe run t

I i be rum de  vo l - un ta te  i ud i c i um,  qu ia  po tes tas  i psa  e t

hab i l i t a s  vo lun ta t i s  e t  r a t i on i s  .  I i be ra  es t  ad

u t rum l i be t ,  qu i a  l i be re  po tes t  move r i  ad  hoc  ve1  ad  i l l ud . r e

The  specu la t i ve  de fec t  o f  t he  pos i t i on  i n  t he  Sen tences  i s

t ha t  t h i s  de f i n i t i on  canno t  be  cons i s t en t l y  and  cohe ren t l y

ma in ta i ned .

On  t he  o the r  hand ,  specu la t i ve  deve lopmen t  w i I l  cons i s t

p rec i se l y  i n  mak ing  poss ib l e  t he  cohe ren t  use  o f  a  ph i l osoph i c

de f i n i t i on  o f  l i be r t y .  The  p rob lem i s  no t  t ha t  we  do  no t  know

wha t  l i be r t y  j - s ,  o r  t ha t  we  do  no t  know  wha t  g race  i s ;  wha t

we  do  no t  know  i s  how  to  r econc i l e  t he  two .  Bu t  t h i s  t h i r d

gues t i on  i s  no t  t o  be  con fused  w i t h  t he  o the rs .

To  pu t  t he  same  po in t  i n  d i f f e ren t  t e rms :  sc j - ence  and

t ru th  a re  no t  f o rna l l y  i den t i ca l .  Sc i ence  i s  know ledge  o f

a  t h i n g  1 n  i t s  c a u s e s ,  f o r m a l r  m a t e r i a l ,  e f f i c i e n t ,  f i n a l '

T ru th  i s  s imp l y  t he  equa t i on  o f  j udgmen t  and  t he  ob jec t i ve

f i e l d .  I t  f o l l ows  t ha t  a l - l -  t r u t h  i s  no t  sc i ence ,  t ha t  no t

any  t r u th  can  be  l a i d  down  as  a  f i r s t  p r i nc i pJ -e ,  and  t ha t

l eas t  o f  a I I  can  a  t heo log i ca l  d i a l ec t i ca l  pos i t i on  be  made

the  i n i t i a l  p rem iss  o f  a  specu la t i ve  e l abo ra t i on .

I t  i s  i n  t hese  i n t r i cac i es  o f  t he  d i s t i nc t i on  be tween

fa i t h  and  reason ,  and  no t  me re l y  i n  t he  gene ra l  enunc ia t i on

o f  t he  d i s t i nc t i on ,  t ha t  t heo logy  p r i o r  t o  S t .  Thomas  l t as

i n v o l v e d . 2 o

C. The Theorem and Developinq Technique

No t  on l y  does  specu la t i ve  t heo logy  de r i ve  f r om ph i l osophy

the  c l a r i f i ca t i on  o f  t he  na tu ra l  o r  human  e l emen t  i n  i t s  p rob -

I em.  I t  a l so  f i nds  i n  t he  na tu ra l  o rde r ,  as  ph i l osoph i ca l l y

ana l yzed ,  t he  ana l . og ies  necessa ry  f o r  t he  sc i en t i f i c  concep t i on

o f  pu re l y  t heo log i ca l  da ta .2 r

We  have  a l r eady  g i ven  an  abs t rac t  and  hypo the t i ca l  i l l u s -

t r a t i on  o f  t he  i n f l uence  ph i l osophy  may  exe rc i se  i n  t h i s

f ash ion .22  I t  w i l l  be  we l l  t o  cons ide r  he re  a  conc re te  examp le .

Fo r  t he  use  o f  such  ana log ies  seems  an  ex t reme l y  s imp le  ma t t e r .

I n  po in t  o f  f ac t  t he re  i s  no th i ng  more  comp l i ca ted  and  d i f f i -

cu l t  t han  t he i r  f i r s t  emergence .  The  g rea t  d i scove r i es  o f

men are not  too numerous,  and the greater  they are,  the more

inc red ib l y  s imp le  t hey  appea r .  we  a re  ap t  t o  be  su rp r i sed '

no t  t ha t  Co lumbus  t hough t  o f  sa i l i ng  wes t  t o  t he  I nd ies ,  bu t
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that no one else did i t  before him; not that Nerdton, according
to  the  legend,  assoc ia ted  the  fa l l ing  app le  w i th  the  fa l l ing
moon' but that there courd have been interl igent men before
him who did not. r t  wi lr  serve then both to enforce a rrue
h is to r ica l  perspec t ive  and to  in t roduce the  sub jec t  o f  opera_
tive grace, i f  we outl ine the history of the view that qrace
is  a  donum hab i tua le .

There  is  p r ima fac ie  a  d i f f i cu l ty  to  th is  pos i t ion .  Scr ip_
Eure attr ibutes the forgiveness of sin and just i f icat ion
to conversion, faith and charity. These seem to be not habits.
But infant baptism is immenorial and i ts reason recognized
to be that i t  opens the gates of heaven. No great ref lect ion
or profound thought should be necessary to arr ive at the fol_
rowing conclusion: the baptized infant is heir to the kingdom
of  heaven;  the  he i r  to  the  k ingdom is  jus t i f ied ;  and accord ing_
ly  jus t i f i ca t ion ,  in  i t s  essence,  r ies  no t  in  ac ts  bu t  in
the  hab i tuar  o rder .  But  in  po in t  o f  fac t ,  the  e f fec t  o f  in fan t
baptism could not be satisfactori .ry determi.ned by the earry
scholastics. Though hardry a canonist or a specurative writer
fai led to raise the question, i t  remained unsorved untir  the
f i rs t  ha l f  o f  the  th i r teenth  century .23

It would be a gross oversimpli f lcat ion to fancy that
the  whore  d i f f i cu l ty  was  un fami r . ia r i t y  w i th  the  Ar is to te r ian
concept of the habit.  I t  is true that this is part of the
diff iculty. But there were two dif ferent and far profounder
d i f f i c u l t i e s .

In the f irst place a thoroughgoing scienti f ic att i tude
was a prerequj-site. Many authors hrere content simpty to quote
s t -  August iners  remark :  the  bapt ized  in fan t  does  no t  make
an act of faith but i t  does receive the sacrament of faith.24rhat
of course, is perfect ly true. But redit  quaestio, WhaE pre_
c ise ly  i s  i t  to  rece ive  the  sacrament  o f  fa i th?2s

In the second place there was the distort ion of the specu_
lat ive f ield by what we later shal l  term the "thi.rd phase. , ,  29
The idea of the supernaturar. became a scienti f icarly eraborated
concept with phir ip the chancerror. speculators prior to this
development, the key posit j .on to the whole theory of grace,
were l ike men at sea without a compass. Lacking a metaphysical
framework in terms of natura, they natural ly tended to under_
s tand grace psycho log ica t ly .  Thus  s in  and espec ia l l y  o r ig ina l
sin rdas conceived as a darkening of the understanding and
a weaken ing  o f  the  w i1 l .2z  S lmi la r ly ,  g race  and jus t i f i ca t ion

2 9
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were  i n  t he  ma in  conce i ved  as  t he  oppos i t e  s t a tes ,  t he  en l i gh t -

ened  i n t e l l i gence  o f  f a i t h  and  t he  comfo r t ed  w i f l  o f  cha r i t y ' 28

S t .  Anse Im  pushed  t h i s  psycho log i ca l  i n t e rp re ta t i oh  o f

g race  t o  t he  ex t r eme  l im i t  by  de f i n i ng  j us t i ce  as  r ec t i t udo

vo lun ta t i s  p rop te r  se  se rva ta ' 2e  More  t han  t h i s '  he  a l so  gave

the  p rob lem o f  i n f an t  bap t i sm  a  so lu t i on '  wh i ch '  i f  b r i l l i an t

and  con ta i n i ng  an  essen t i a f  e l emen t  o f  t r u t h '  none the l - ess

tended  t o  pos tpone  i nde f i n i t e l y  t he  t r ue  so lu t i on '  B r i e f l y '

h i s  pos i t r on  was  t h i s :  t he  i n f an t  canno t  have  i us t i ce '  f o r

i t  e l i c i t s  n o  a c t  o f  w i l l ;  b u t  t h i s  i n c a p a c i t y  i s  s i n f u l  b e f o r e

bap t i sm  because  o f  Adam 's  s i n ;  on  t he  o the r  hand '  because

bap t i sm  removes  t he  cu lpa ,  t he  i n f an t ' s  i ncapac i t y  becomes

e x c u s a b l e . 3 o

Comb in i ng  l " r i t h  t h i s  f a l se  o r i en ta t i on  o f  t he  i s sue  was

the  l ack  o f  ag ree rnen t  on  t he  na tu re  o f  v i r t ue '  Pe te r  Lombard

g i ves  t he  t \ , / o  op in i ons :  f i r s t ,  t ha t  t he  v i r t ue  i s  a  hab i t

and  no t  an  ac t ;  second ,  t ha t  t he  v i r t ue  i s  no t  a  hab i t  bu t

an  i n t e rna l  as  opposed  t o  an  ex te rna l  ac t ' 31  Though  he  obv ious l y

i nc l i nes  t o  t he  t o rmer  v i ew ,  he  does  no t  ven tu re  t o  dec ide

the  ques t i on .32  I n  f ac t ,  t he re  seem to  have  been  a  good  number

o f  t heo ) -og ians  who  assumed  o r  ma in ta i ' ned  t ha t  a  v i r t ue  wh i ch

i s  no t  an  ac t  i s  i nconce i vab le ;3s  and  t h i s  pe rhaps '  l ed  t o

the  exp l i - c i t  d i s t i nc t i on  be tween  t he  rem iss i on  o f  s i ns  and

t h e  i n f u s i o n  o f  g r a c e . 3 q

F ina I l y  i t  i s  t o  be  obse rved  t ha t  when  obscu r i t y  was

ended  by  t he  : - n f l uence  o f  t he  man i f es t l y  he re t i ca l  demand

o f  t he  wa ldenses  and  ca tha r i  f o r  t he  rebap t i sm  o f  adu l t s  bap -

t i zed  i n  i n f ancy  and ,  as  we I I ,  by  t he  A r i s t o te l i an  concep t

o f  t he  hab i t ua l  s t a te r3s  even  t hen  t he  so lu t i on  d i d  no t  cons i s t

i n  an  i nned ia te  i den t i f i ca t i on  o f  g race  w i t h  i us t i f i ca t i on '

Ph i l i p  t he  Chance l l o r  d i s t i ngu i shed  f ou r  e l emen ts  i n  ou r  pa r t i -

c i pa t j - on  i n  t he  t i f e  o f  Ch r i s t :  v i v i f i ca r i  wh i ch  i s  g race

and  rega rds  t he  sou l  i t se l f ;  i l l um ina r j -  wh i ch  i s  f a i t h  and

rega rds  t he  i n t e f l ec t ;  un i r i  wh i ch  i s  cha r i t y  and  rega rds

the  w i -11 ;  r ec t i f i ca r i  wh i ch  i s  i us t i ce  and  rega rds  t he  who le

man .35  Th i s  i n f l uence  o f  t he  psycho log i ca l  ana l ys i s  o f  t he

na tu re  o f  s i n  and  g race  i s  c l ea rJ ' y  t o  be  f ound  i n  S t '  Thomas ' s

a n a l y s i s  o f  t h e  p r o c e s s  o f  i u s t i f i c a t i o n ' 3 7

To  conc lude  we  may  c i t e  t he  dec i s j - on  g i ven  i n  connec t i on

w i t h  t he  e r ro r s  o f  Pe t rus  I oann i s  O l i v i :

Ve rum qu ia  quan tum ad  e f f ec tun  bap t i sm i  i n  pa rvuJ ' i s

repe r i un tu r  ao " t o t . t  qu i dam theo log i  op in i ones  con t ra r i as

habu i sse ,  qu ibusdam e *  i ps i s  d i cen t i bus '  pe r  v i r t u t em
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baptismi parvul is quidem culpam remitt l ,  sed gratiam
non conferr i ,  al i is econtra asserentibus, quod et culpa
i isdem in baptismo remitt i tur, et virtutes ac informans
gratia infunduntur quoad habitum, etsi non pro i l lo tem-
pore quoad usum: Nos autem attendentes generalem eff i-
cac iam mor t i s  Chr is t i ,  quae per  bapt isma app l ica tur  par i -
ter omnibus baptizatis, opinionen secundam, quae dicit ,
tam parvul is quam adult j .s conferr i  in baptismo informan-
tem gratiam et virtutes, tamquam probabil iorem, et dict is
Sanctorum et doctorum modernorum theologiae rnagis consonam
et concordem, sacro approbante Conci l io duximus el igendam.38

1.3 .4 .  In te r rned ia te  Phases  f rom Deve lop inq  Theorems
In the last section we considered the relat ions between

philosophy and theological speculat j-on. Here are to be consi-
dered the interrelat ion of dif ferent theorems within the theo-
log ica l  f ie ld  i t se l f .  We beg in  w i th  a  few d is t inc t ions  and
then enumerate typical phases of a speculat ive deveLopment.
Wi th  th is  the  ana lys is  o f  a  specu la t i ve  deve lopment  w i l l  be
complete.

A. The Set of Coqnate Theorems

One sc ien t i f i c  concept  i s  no t  a  sc ience.  The ana lys is
o f  mot ion ,  fo r  ins tance,  ca l l s  fo r  the  fo l low ing :  d is tance,
t ime,  ve loc i ty ,  acce le ra t ion ,  mass ,  monentum,  energy .  Together
they may be said to consti tute a set of cognate theorems.
S imi la r ly ,  any  ob jec t  o f  sc ien t i f i c  thought  w i l l  requ i re  more
than one theorem for a fuLl account of i t .  And, to give an
example that we propose to use throughout the next section,
the theory of the necessity of grace is based on two theorems:
f irst,  the theorem of the supernaturaJ.l  second, the theorem
of the dif ferent states of man. One nust have grace both be-
cause eternal r i fe is a supernaturar state and because farlen
man cannot  avo id  s in  w i thout  g race :  no  smal r  par t  o f  the  d i f f i -
cu l t ies  occas ioned by  perag ian ism ar ises  f rom the  fac t  tha t
i t  i s  no t  one er ro r  bu t  two;  i t  den ies  ou t r igh t  the  necess i ty
of grace and so denies both the supernatural character of
e te rna l -  l i fe  and the  e f fec ts  o f  o r ig ina l  s in .

B. The Relat ion of Coqnate Theorems

In the mathernatical sciences the relat i .on of dif ferent
theorems is sinply the dif ference of their elements: i f  dis_
tance is rrsir and t ime rrtr and mass tt*r, t  then velocity is
t tds /d t r ' r  acce le ra t ion  , td2s ld t2 r r t  nomentum is  r rm.ds /d t r ' ,  and
energy  ' r . fm.v .dvr r t  where  t ,v t t  i s  , tds /d t . t ,

3' l
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In  a  pu re l y  r a t i ona l  s c i ence  t he re  i s  on l y  t he  comb ina t i on

o f  genus  and  spec ies .  I n  t he  i ns tance  o f  t he  necess i t y  o f

g race ,  t he  necess i t y  f r om  the  supe rna tu ra l  end  i s  gene r i c ,

f o r  i t  r ega rds  nan  s imp l y  as  a  c rea tu re l  on  t he  o the r  hand ,

t he  va r i ous  s ta tes  o f  man  a re  spec i f i ca l l y  d i f f e ren t  i n i t l a l

pos i t i ons  w i t h  r ega rd  t o  t he  a t t a i nnen t  o f  e t e rna l  l i f e .

C.  The Order of  the Development of  the Theorems

The  gene ra l  1aw  i s  pe r f ec t l y  s imp le .  The  m ind  beg ins

f r om the  pa r t i cu l a r  and  wo rks  t o  wha t  i s  mos t  gene ra l i  i t

t hen  re tu rns  f r om the  mos t  gene ra l  t h rough  t he  spec i f i c  d i f f e r -

ences  t o  t he  pa r t i cu l a r .

But  that  is  just  the general  law. For vthat  t / te are deal- ing

wj" th i "s not  the discovery of  some one theorem but  the discovery

o f  a  se t  o f  cogna te  t heo rems .

Now each  t heo rem i p  t he  se t  has  f ou r  d i s t i nc t  e l enen t s :

f i r s t ,  a n a l y s i s ;  s e c o n d ,  g e n e r a l i z a t i o n ;  t h i r d ,  u n f o l d i n g

o f  imp l i ca t i on ;  f ou r t h ,  s ys tena t i c  s i gn i f i cance .

On  t he  o the r  hand ,  wh i l e  ana l ys i s  and  gene ra l i za t i on

rega rd  t he  s i ng le  t heo rems ,  sys tema t i c  s i gn i f i cance  rega rds

no t  each  s i ng le  t heo rem i n  i t se l f  bu t  each  one  i n  j - t s  r eLa t i ons

to  aL l  t he  o the rs .  Fu r t he r ,  wh i l e  t he  un fo l d i ng  o f  imp l i ca t i on

Iog i ca l l y  f o l l ows  f r om the  ana l ys i s ,  i . n  po in t  o f  f ac t  i t  i s

ex t r emeJ . y  d i f f i cu l t  f o r  t he  imp l i ca t j " ons  t o  be  exp l i c i t l y

g rasped  be fo re  t he  sys tema t i c  s j . gn i f i cance  has  been  de te rm ined .

The  reason  may  be  t ha t  imp l i ca t i ons  a re  end less  and  on l y  t he

sys tema t i c  s i gn i f i cance  o f  t he  t heo rem w i l L revea l  wh i ch  imp l i -

ca t i ons  dese rve  a t t en t i on .

So  much  f o r  p re l im ina r j - es .  Le t  us  now  ask  i n  wha t  o rde r

t heo rems  a re  d i scove red  and  wha t  a re  t he  imp l i ca t i ons  o f  t ha t

o rde r .

F rom the  gene ra l  p r i nc i p l e  t ha t  t he  m ind  moves  f r om the

pa r t i cu l a r  t o  t he  gene ra l ,  i t  f o l - I ows  t ha t  t he  spec i f i c  t heo rem

is  d i scove red  be fo re  t he  gene r i c .

The  imp l i ca t i ons  o f  t h i s  o rde r  a re  as  f o l l ows :

F i r s t ,  t he  spec i f i c  t heo rem j . s  adve r t ed  t o  and  ana l yzed :

i t  i s  seen  t o  exp la i n  some th ing .

Second ,  t he  spec i f i c  t heo ren  i s  gene ra l i zed :  a l l  pa ra I l e l

d i f f e rences  a re  cons ide red  and  coo rd i na ted .

Th i r d ,  i t s  i -mp l i ca t j - ons  a re  wo rked  ou t  and  t he re  w i l l

be  a  t endency  t o  g i ve  i t  t he  sys tema t j . c  s i gn i f i cance  o f  a l one

cons t j - t u t i ng  t he  so lu t i on  t o  t he  who le  p rob lem.
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Four th ,  the  insu f f i c iency  o f  the  spec i f i c  theorem to

account for the whole problem leads to the discovery of the

generic theorem.

F i f th ,  the  gener lc  theorem

has i . ts inpl icat ions worked out.

i s  ana lyzed,  genera l i zed ,

Sixth, there is a tendency to make the generic theorem

serve as the ful1 solut ion of the problem. The reason for

thls is complex: on the one hand the tt third phasett resulted

in a distort ion of the speculat ive f ield by attempting to

explain everything in terms of the specif ic theoremsl on the

other, the discovery of the generic theoren leads not only

to i ts general izat ion and to the unfolding of i ts implications

but also to the development of cognate theorems that had been

obscured in the third phase.

Seventh, the insuff iciency of the generic theorems is

adverted to and there fol lows the rediscovery of the specif ic

theoren in a new sett ing. This gives the synthesis of generic

and specif ic theorems.

If  i t  happens that there is one or more intermediate

species, the course of the developnent is vastly complicated.
The principles remai.n the same.

To i l lustrate the seven phases is too large a task to
be carr ied on in a corner, and so the reader wil l  f ind i t
in  the  nex t  sec t ion .  There  i t  w i l l  be  seen tha t  the  specu la t i ve

movement from St. Augustiners De Correptione et Gratia to

the Prima Secundae of St. Thomas is fundamental ly a function

of  the  gener ic  and spec i f i c  theorems on the  necess i ty  o f  g race .

1  .4 .  cenera l  Antecedents  o f  S t .  Thomasrs  Doct r ine

o n O p e r a t i v e G r a c e

At f irst sight i t  appears to the investigator of the
thought of St. Thomas's predecessors that operative grace

is just a name f loating aimlessly on the current of early
medieval speculat ion and now given one meaning, now another
entirely dif ferent. Closer scrut iny reveals that this would
be a very superf icial interpretat ion of the facts, for opera-
t ive grace is not merely a nane f loating on the surface but
also the very shape and incl ination of the r iverbed hidden
beneath. The fundamental data of the necessity of grace and
of  the  l iber ty  o f  the  w i l1 ,  so  unequ ivoca l l y  asser ted  by  St .
Augustlne, are also the fundamental data of early speculat ion
on the nature of grace, and i t  is the unresolved problem of

3 3
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the i r  r econc i l i a t i on  t ha t  deep l y  and  obscu re l y  ye t  eve r  e f f ec -

t ively sets the stage and dr ives forward the movement of  thq:qht  .

To  es tab l i sh  t he  po in t ,  we  ask  and  t hen  answer  seven

ques t i ons  sugges ted  by  t he  ana l ys i s  o f  a  specu la t i ve  deve lop -

men t .  S t .  Thomas  exp la i ns  t he  need  o f  g race ,  gene r i ca l l y  by

the  t heo rem o f  t he  supe rna tu ra l ,  spec i f i ca l l y  by  f a l l en  na tu re .

How p rec i se l y  was  t h i s  exp lana t i on  d i scove red?

F i r s t ,  t hen ,  i s  t he  d i scove ry  o f  t he  spec i f i c  t heo rem.

who  f i r s t  exp la i ned  some  aspec t  o f  t he  necess i t y  o f  g race

by  d i s t i ngu i sh ing  be tween  t he  need  o f  ou r  f i r s t  pa ren t s  be fo re

the  f a l t  and ,  on  t he  o the r  hand '  ou r  need  subsequen t  t o  t he

f a I l ?

Second, there is  the general izat ion of  the speci f ic  t tporern.

Who  f o rmu la ted  t he  doc t r i ne  o f  t he  d i f f e ren t  s t a tes  o f  nan ,

om i t t i ng  cons ide ra t i on  o f  na tu ra  pu ra?

Th i rd ,  t he re  i s  t he  t endencv  t o  use  t he  spec i f i c  t heo rem

as  t he  so le  exp lana t j - on  o f  t he  need  o f  g race .  Wha t  h i s t o r i caJ -

ev i dence  i s  t he re  f o r  t he  ex i s t ence  o f  such  a  t endency?  No te

tha t  t he  ques t i on  does  no t  app l y  t o  t h i nke rs  such  as  Ba ius

and  Jansen ius  who  exp l i c j . t l y  r e j ec ted  t he  t heo rem o f  t he  supe r -

na tu ra l .  I t  app l i es  t o  t h i nke rs  who  t ended  t o  pos i t i ons  resem-

b l i nq  t hose  o f  Jansen ius ,  no t  because  t hey  re j ec ted  t he  i dea

o f  t he  supe rna tu ra l  bu t  because  t hey  d i d  no t  g rasp  i t s  s i gn i f i -

cance  i n  a  t heo ry  o f  g race .

Fou r t h ,  t he re  i s  t he  d i scove ry  o f  t he  gene r i c  t heo rem.

Who  f i r s t  f o rmu la ted  t he  t heo rem o f  t he  supe rna tu ra l  and  f o r

\4rhat  reason?

F i f t h ,  t h e r e  i s  t h e  g e n e r a l i z a t i o n  o f  t h e

Wha t  a re  some  i ns tances  o f  t h i s  gene ra l i za t i on?

S i x th ,  t he re  i s  t he  t endency  t o  use  t he

qene r i c  t heo rem.

alone in solv ing the whole problem. Who tended

fe rence  be t \ " r een  t he  d i f f e ren t  s t a tes  o f  man ,

f ac t  o f  mo ra l  impo tence?

Seven th ,  t he re  i s  t he  syn thes i s  o f  gene r i . c  and  spec i f i c

t heo rems .  Who  made  t ha t  syn thes i s  f o r  t he  f i r s t  t ime?

Such  i s  ou r  a  p r i o r i  s cheme .  I t  may  be  m is taken ,  bu t

a t  l - eas t  i t  i s  some th ing  t ang ib l e  t ha t  can  be  re fu ted .  I t

i s  no t  an  i n t u i t i on ,  ana l yzed ,  unp roved ,  asse r t ed .  I t  i s  no t

mere l y  a  hab i t  o f  m ind  p re j ud i c i ng  t he  i s sue ,  bu t  so rne th i ng

above  t he  i s sue  t ha t  w i l - I  l ead  t o  1 t s  so l u t i on .  we  now  tu rn

to  t he  f ac t s  beg inn ing  w i t h  t he  p r imum suoad  nos  and  wo rk i ng

backwards .

gener ic theorem

to  deny  a  d i f -

to over look the
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I

A. The Seventh Phase

The synthesis of the generic and specif ic theorems on
the necessity of grace is to be found in the prlma secundae
of St. Thomas.

Sic igitur virtute gratuita superaddita virtut i  nacurae
indiget hono in statu naturae integrae guantum ad unun,
sci l icet ad operandum et volendum bonurn supernaturale.
Sed in statu naturae corruptae, guantum ad duo: sci l icet
ut sanetur; et ulterius ut bonum supernatural is virtut is
operetur, guod est meritorium. Ulterius autem in utrogue
statu indiget h,gmo auxi l io divino ut ab ipso moveatur
ad bene agendum. 3s

The synthesis courd not be crearer or more exprici t .  But what
is the polnt of rnentioning the need of divine providence?

B. The Sixth phase

Prior to the ult imate synthesis there is a tendency to
make the generic theorem arone suff ice. An art icle in the
De Ver i ta te ,  para l le l  to  the  ar t i c le  jus t  c i ted ,  exp la ins
why St. Thomas in the prima Secundae sharply dist inguishes
between the need for grace and the need for providential assis-
tance. For in the earrler art icre his thought clearly turns
on tvro points al.one: the supernaturar and providential assi.s-
tance. rt  is too rong to cite in i ts entirety but the essential
moment is the fol lowlng.

Ad hoc ergo bonum guod est supra naturam humanam,
constat Liberum arbitr ium non posse sine gratia; quia,
cum per huiusmodi bonum homo vitam aeternam meretur,
constat quod sine gratia homo mererj .  non potest.

fllud autem bonum quod est naturae hunanae propor_
tionatum, potest homo per l iberum arbitr ium explere .. . .

Quamvis autem huiusmodi bona homo possit  facere sinegratia glatum faciente, non tamen potest ea facere sine
D e o  . . . . 4 0

A crearer case of the tendencies to an excessive use of the
generic theorem is to be found in the treatment of the problem
of moral impotence. This problem has i ts definit ive sorution
already in the De veri tate{! but an earl ier stage of thought
is to be found in st.  Thomas's and in st.  Arbert 's commentaries
on the Lombard. Both attempt to reduce the non posse non pec_
care to the sinner's inabi l i ty to obtaln the remisslon of
h is  s ins  w i thout  g race . {2

C. The Fif th phase

This phaser the systenatic aeneral izat ion of the generlc
theorem, lay ln working out the appticatlon of the idea of
the supernatural.  Thus, Arexander of Hales used the idea to
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so l ve  t he  o the rw i se  i nso lub l - e  p rob lem o f  me r i t  i n  ou r  f i r s t

p a r e n t s . 4 t  s t .  A l b e r t  t h e  G r e a t ' s  d e v e l o p m e n t  o f  t h e  t h e o r y

o f  sanc t i f y i - ng  g race  i s  knownqaand  t he  sys tema t i c  e l abo ra t i on

o f  S t .  T h o m a s  i s  f a m i l i a r . q s

D .  The  Fou r th  Phase

The  d i scove ry  o f  t he  gene r i c  t heo rem i s  t he  emergence

o f  t he  sc i en t i f i c  concep t  o f  t he  supe rna tu ra l '

P ro f .  Landg ra f  has  shown  t ha t  t he  d i scove ry  was  t he  wo rk

o f  Ph i l i p  t he  Chance l l o r  and  t ha t  i t  a rose  no t  f r om  s tudy ing

the  i dea  o f  g race ,  no r  f r om  d i s t i ngu i sh ing  t he  na tu ra l -  and

the  i n f used  v i r t ues ,  bu t  f r om  the  d i s t i nc t i on  be tween  na tu ra l

and  mer i t o r i ous  l - ove  o f  God .  The  ex i s t ence  o f  t he  p rob lem

had  been  den j - ed  by  S t -  Be rna rd  o f  C la i r vaux  and  Hugh  o f  S t '

V i - c t o r46  bu t  was  rees tab l i shed  by  w i l f i am  o f  Auxe r re  who  a f -

f i rmed  a  na tu ra l  amor  am ic i t i ae  e rqa  Deum.uT  eh i l Lp  d i s t i n -

gu i shed  na tu ra l  and  ra t i ona l  appe t i t e ;  asse r t ed  t he  f o rmer

to  be  se l f - r ega rd i . ng ,  t he  l a t t e r  t o  t end  abso lu te l y  t o  t he

hones tu rn ;  and  t hen  subd i s t i ngu i shed  two  ra t i ona l  appe t i t es '

one  f o l l ow ing  reason ,  ano the r  f o l l ow ing  f a i t h ;  t he  f o rmer

o f  t h e s e  i s  d i l e c t i o  n a t u r a l j - s ,  t h e  l a t t e r  i s  c h a r i t y ' q 8

! ' o re runne rs  we re  P raepos i t i nus  who  had  a rgued  t ha t  t he

na tu ra l i a  we re  i n  a  d i f f e ren t  ca tego ry  f r om the  q ra tu i t a  be -

cause  reason  was  t he  h i ghes t  t h i ng  i n  na tu re  and  f a i t h  was

above  reason ,as  and  S tephen  Lang ton  who  had  seen  t he  connec t i on

be tween  q ra tu i t um ,  q ra tum fac i - ens  and  rne r i t um .so  S t j - 1 I  ne j - t he r

a t t a j - n e d  t o  p h i l i p ' s  i d e a  o f  a n  e n t i t a t i v e  d i s p r o p o r t i o n  b e -

tween  na tu re  and  g race . t t

E .  The  Th i . r d  Phase

The  t h i r d  phase  was  t he  i nadequacy  o f  t he  spec i f i c  t heo re rn

a lone :  t he  rnode rn  t heo log ian  can  we . l - I  unde rs tand  t ha t  specu la -

t i on  on  g race  w r thou t  t he  bas i c  t heo rem o f  t he  supe rna tu ra l

v r a s  i n  h o p e l e s s  d i f f i c u l t i e s .  A  f e w  o f  t h e  m a n i f e s t a t i o n s

o f  t h e  u n s a t i s f a c t o r i n e s s  o f  t h e  t h i r d  p h a s e  a r e :

F i r s t '  t he  doc t r i ne  o f  me r i t  hangs  i n  m ida i r  w i t hou t

any  specu la t i ve  suppo r t .  Th i s ,  o f  cou rse ,  i n  no  way  i n t e r f e res

w i t h  t he  enunc ia t i on  and  a f f i rma t i on  o f  t he  doc t r i ne ;  bu t

i t  does  make  t he  so lu t j - on  o f  d i f f i cu l - t i e s  imposs ib l e ' s2  I t

i s  o f  impo r tance  t o  r emember  a lways  t ha t  t he  o r i g i n  o f  t he

sc ien t i f i c  concep t  o f  t he  supe rna tu ra l  was  t he  p rob lem o f
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merit :  this fact explains points in St. Thomas that might
otherwise be obscure.s3

Second, there could be no satisfactory dist inct lon between
the natural ia and the gratuita: Radulfus Ardens is slmply
yielding to the logic of the third phase when he states that
origlnal ly al l  the virtues were natural but that now they
are gratuitous because they were lost by original sin.sf The
effect of this speculat ive tendency was not to deny the qratu_

i,ta but to deny the natural ia: as late as the early thirteenth
century one can f ind a writer to maintaln that without divine
charity there are no virtues.ss In the same category fal ls
Peter Abelardrs disJunction of charlty and cupidlty and St.
Bernard of Clairvauxrs assert ion that nature in i tself  is
crooked.s6

Third, i t  was impossible to have a satlsfactory definit ion
of grace. Here again this involved no obscuration of the dog_
matic fact: universal ly i t  is asserted that grace is what
is  due to  God 's  f ree  g i f t  and no t  due to  nanrs  deser t .sT  The
diff iculty was to f ind something that was not grace in the
s t r i c t  sense o f  the  te rm.58

Fourth, we may recal l  the tendency to a purely psycho_
logical interpretat lon of the nature of grace that we ir.rus-
trated above when treating the emergence of the idea of habi-
tua l  g race .se

Fifth, a further conseguent of the purely psychological
interpretat ion of the nature of grace was the dif f iculty in
holding a clear theory on human l iberty. This point has arready
been i l lustrated from peter Lombard.60 But immediatery a further
point may be made; because the lack of the scienti f ic concept
of the supernaturar made a scienti f ic concept of r iberty impos-
sible, the emergence of the former concept wourd rerease specu-
lat ion on r iberty. Thus we f ind specuration on the nature
of l iberty beginning with phi l ip the Chancellor..r  When i t
is grasped that the nature of r iberty was for the f irst t ime
undergoing systematic development sinultaneously wlth the
first extension of the scienti f ic concept of the supernaturar,
l t  is not at arl  surprising that st.  Arbert and st.  Thomas
in their early writ ing f ind the doctr ine of morar impotence
too anomalous for assimirat ion.tt  But the fulr expranation
is only had when the formulatlon of the specif ic theorem in
the second phase is taken into consideration.

3 7
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F.  The  Second  Phase

The  second  phase  i s  t he  sys tema t i c  aene ra l i za t i on  o f

t he  spec i f i c  t heo rem:  i n  t he  examp le  unde r  cons ide ra t i on ,

i t  i - s  t he  sys tema t i c  gene ra l i za t i on  o f  t he  d i f f e rence  be tween

ou r  f i r s t  pa ren t s  and  ou rse l ves  i n  t he  need  f o r  g race .  Acco rd -

i n g  t o  P r o f .  L a n d g r a f 5 3 P e t e r  L o m b a r d  g i v e s  t h e  f i n a l  f o r m u l a -

t i on  o f  t he  d i s t i nc t l on  be tween  t he  f ou r  s t a tes  o f  human  l i b -

e r t y . 6a  Tha t  t he  need  f o r  g race  i s  exp ressed  i n  t e rms  o f  human

I i be r t y  i s  eas i l y  unde rs tood  i n  a  pe r i od  p r i o r  t o  t he  t heo rem

o f  t he  supe rna tu ra l .

G .  T h e  F i r s t  P h a s e

A L o n e  t h e  f i r s t  p h a s e  r e m a i n s  t o  b e  i l l u s t r a t e d .  I t  i s

t he  emergence  o f  t he  spec i f i c  t heo rem,  t he  f i r s t  app rehens ion

o f  t he  s i gn i - f i cance  o f  a  d i f f e rence ,  w i t h  r ega rd  t o  t he  need

o f  g race ,  be tween  Adam and  ou rse l ves .  C Iea r l y  t h i s  shou ld

b e  a t t r i b u t e d  t o  S t .  A u g u s t i n e .  I t  i s  e a s y  t o  s e l e c t  a  s e r j - e s

o f  ph rases  f r om h i s  specu la t i ve  De  Co r rep t i one  e t  G ra t i a  t ha t

no t  on l y  bea r  on  t he  po in t  bu t  a f so  f o reshadow fu tu re  deve lop -

m e n t . 6 s  T o  s u p p o s e  t h a t  t h i s  f i r s t  e s s a y  i n  s p e c u l a t i o n  c o n s t i -

tutes "aI I  you know and af l  you need to know" on the nature

o f  g race ,  pe rseve rance '  p redes t i na t i on  and  human  l i be r t y  has

been  t he  sou rce  o f  no t  a  f ew  " ve r t i ca l  i n vas ions "  o f  t he  ba r -

ba r i an .  The  monumen ta l  wo rk  o f  Co rne f i us  Jansen66  i s  bu t  t he

fu f l  f l owe r  o f  a  f a r  mo re  un i ve r sa l  t endency :  t o  seek  a  specu -

I a t i v e  s y s t e m ,  c o m p l e t e  i n  a I l  i t s  p a r t s  a n d  d e t a i l s ,  w h e r e

no  such  sys tem ex i s t s  o t t  a t  mos t ,  ex i s t s  on l y  i n  embryon i c

fo rm .  To  know  and  unequ i voca l l y  t o  s t a te  t he  doc t r i ne  o f  g race

i s  o n e  t h i n g ;  i t  i s  q u i t e  a n o t h e r  t o  a s k  w h a t  p r e c i s e l y  i s

g race ,  whe the r  i t  i s  one  o r  many ,  i f  many ,  v ' r ha t  a re  i t s  pa r t s

a n d  t h e i r  c o r r e l a t i o n ,  w h a t  i s  i t s  r e c o n c i - I i a t i o n  w i t h  l i b e r t y '

w h a t  i s  t h e  n a t u r e  o f  i t s  n e c e s s i t y .  T h e s e  s p e c u l a t i v e  i s s u e s

S t .  Augus t i ne  d j - d  no t  o f f e r  t o  t r ea t ,  and  i t  i s  a  ques t i on

w i t hou t  mean ing  t o  ask  h i s  pos i t i on  on  t he rn .  To  i l l u s t r a te

the  po in t  w i t h  t he  ha rdy  pe renn ia l ,  t he  supe rna tu ra l ,  i t

i s  easy  t o  show  tha t  S t .  Augus t i ne  f l a t l y  den ied  g race  t o

be  na tu re .  I t  i s  easy  t o  unde rs tand  t ha t ,  when  w r i t i ng  t o

the  monks  o f  Had rume tum,  he  t hough t  o f  compar i ng  t he  e l ec t

1n  Ch r i s t  v r i t h  Adam bu t  d i d  no t  t l i i n k  o f  compar i ng  bo th  w i t h

the  ph i l osoph i c  abs t rac t i on  t e rned  na tu ra  pu ra .  Bu t  t o  ask

whe the r  o r  no t  t he  sc i en t i f i c  concep t  o f  t he  supe rna tu ra l

i s  acco rd i ng  t o  t he  m ind  o f  S t .  Augus t i ne  i s  l i ke  s t udy ing
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Euc l id rs  e lements  to  f ind  ou t

geometries : in both You f ind

conclusioni in neither is the
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the truth about mult idimensional

the data that lead to the later

Iater theorem explicitly formulated.

o f

the

H. Conclusion

How, then, does this sketch show that qrat ia operans

is the fundamental problem in the whole movemelnt fron St.

Augustine to St. Thomas?

To answer this one need only observe that the problem

ratia opqrans is the problem of good wil l :  grace operates

goodness of good wi. l l .

Novr in the period of the specif ic theorem, there is no

explici t  dist inct ion between the t ldo senses of this goodness:

the goodness of moral act ion, and the goodness of supernatural

elevation. There fol lows a twofoLd conseguence. First,  since

the aspect of moral goodness is the one expl ici t ly understood,

the theory of grace tends to a psychological forn. Secondt

since the aspect of supernatural elevation is not expl ici t ly

grasped by theory, the whole weight of the doctr ine of the

necessity of grace presses down on l iberty: this forces the

d ia lec t i ca l  pos i t ion  in to  the  concept  o f  l iber ty  i t se l f .

Next in the period of the generic theorem -- about twenty

years elapsed between the death of Phi l ip the Chancellor and

the De Veritate of St. Thonas -- there is intense speculat ive

activi ty. The psycholoqical concept of grace combines with

the supernatural aspect to give the infused virtue: but the

dist inct ion between general divine assistance and actual grace

is not immediately grasped.sT Similarly the supernatural seems

to express the total reason for the necessity of grace.68

But this defect has i ts compensation, for the idea of

l iberty is released and receives a purely speculat ive develop-

ment. After some hesitat ion between the opposed views that

l iberty is a habit and l iberty is a potency, the former view,

which results from placing the dialect ical posit ion in the

def in i t ion  o f  l iber ty ,  i s  e l im ina ted ,  and a  pure ly  ph i losoph ic

concept is accepted.

This indeed sets the problem of the necessity of grace

despite the existence of l iberty in aI1 i ts acuteness. How

St. Thomas meets this issue is the topic of the four chapters

to  fo l low.
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1 .5 .  The  Me thodo loq i - ca l -  Conc l , us j - on

I t  has  been  shoh 'n  t ha t  specuJ .a t i ve  t heo logy  cons i s t s

i n  f ou r  e l emen ts ,  t heo rems ,  t echn ique ,  t e rms ,  and  a  d i a l ec t i - ca1

p o s i t i o n .  O f  t h e s e  t h e  e s s e n t i a . l  s p e c u l a t i v e  e l e m e n t  i s  t h e

tneo rem.

No r^ ,  i t  i s  p l a i n  f r om the  d i s t i nc t i on  be tween  t he  co rnmon

no t i on  and  t he  t heo rem,  t ha t  a  common  no t i on  canno t  be  used

to  p rove  t he  ex i s t ence  o f  a  t heo rem.  The  La t t e r  i s  a  r e f l ec t i ve

add i t i on  t o  t he  f o rmer ,  and  i t  t akes  p l ace  on l y  i n  consc ious

a n d  d e l i b e r a t e  r e f l e c t i o n .

Th i s  f ac t  has  a  mos t  impo r tan t  me thodo log i ca l  imp l i ca t i on ,

n a m e l y ,  t h a t  t h e  s o  c a l l e d  " i m p l i c i t  s p e c u l a t i v e  p o s i t i o n ' l

i s  a n  i m p o s s i b i l i t y .  E i t h e r  a  s p e c u l a t i v e  p o s i t i o n  e x i s t s

exp l i c i t l y  o r  e l , se  one  mere l y  has  common  no t i ons .  Such  no t j . ons

have  no  doub t  an  ex i gence  f o r  specu la t i ve  e l abo ra t i ons ,  bu t

t ha t  ex i gence  does  no t  p rove  t ha t  any  g i ven  t h i nke r  me t  t he

ex r -gence .

Hence ,  t h roughou t  t he  a rgumen t  t o  f o l f ow ,  " imp l i c i t  specu -

l - a t i ve  pos i t i ons "  have  t o  be  d i s rega rded .  They  can  be  no th i ng

bu t  a  f i c t i on ,  t he  p ro j ec t i ng  o f  t he  ca tego r i es  o f  l a t e r

t hough t  i n t o  t he  w r i t i ngs  o f  an  ea r l - i e r  pe r i . od .

NOTES

'The  ex i s t ence  o f  a  deve lopmen t  i n  S t .  Thomas ' s  t hough t
on  g race  i s  exp l i c i t J - y  a f f i rmed  by  Cap reo lus  ( I n  I I  Sen ten t i -
a r u m ,  d .  2 8 ,  g .  1  ,  a .  3  ,  f l 4 ,  i n  f i n e )  ,  D i d a c u s  D e z a  H i s p a n e n s i s
( 2 ,  d i s t .  2 8 ,  q .  1 ,  a .  3 ,  n o t .  1 ,  i n  f i n e ) ,  C a j e t a n  ( I n  S u r n .
T e q l . .  I - I f ,  q .  1 0 9 ,  a .  6 1 ,  D o m i . n i c u s  S o t o  ( D e  n a t u r a  e f ,
q r t t i a ,  I i b .  2 ,  c .  3 ) .  T h e  p e r t i n e n t  r e m a r k s  t h E - - m E r J a r e
quo ted  by  He rmann  Lange ,  De  g ra t i a  (F re i bu rg  j -m  B re i sgau :
H e r d e r ,  1 9 2 9 1  ,  p p .  9 1  ( n o t e  2 l  ,  1 4 6  ( n o t e  1  )  .  - -  E d i t o r :  I
have  no t  been  ab le  t o  check  t he  1929  ed i t i on  o f  Lange ;  i n
t he  second  ed i t i on  (Va I kenbu rg ,  Ho I I and ,  19261  Cap reo lus  and
D idacus  Deza  a re  f ound  on  page  69 ,  no te  2 ,  Ca je tan  and  So to
on  page  1  

' l  
0 ,  no te  1  .

2On  t he  manne r  i n  wh i ch  specu la t i ve  t heo logy  was  conce i ved
in  Eng land  i n  t he  f i r s t  ha l f  o f  t he  t h j - r t een th  cen tu r y  and
the  unm j - t i ga ted  d i s t r us t  o f  Books  o f  Sen tences  some  f i f t y
yea rs  ea r I i e r . ,  see  F ranz  Pe l s te r ,  "D i . e  Bedeu tung  de r  Sen tenz -
envo r l esung  f u r  d i e  t heo log i sche  Speku la t i on  des  M i t t e l a l t e r s r "
S c h o L a s t i k  2  1 1 9 2 7 t  :  2 5 0 - 2 5 5 .  - -  E d i t o r :  S c h o l a s t i k  h a s  b e c o m e
T h e o l o q i e u n d P h i l - o s o p h r e .

'  C f .  A r t u r  Landg ra f ,  " s t ud ien  zu r  E rkenn tn i s  des  Uebe r -
n a t i i r l i c h e n  i n  d e r  F r i i h s c h o l - a s t i - k , "  S c h o l a s t i k  4  1 1 9 2 9 1 :  1 -
3 7 ,  1 8 9 - 2 2 0 ,  3 5 2 - 3 8 9 i  A u g u s t  D e n e f f e ,  " G e s c h i c h t e  d e s  W o r t e s
'  supe rna tu ra l i s  '  

,  "  Ze i t s ch r i f t  f u r  ka tho l  i  s che  Theo log lg  46
( 1 9 2 2 \ :  3 3 7 - 3 6 0 .  - t e s
have  become  ch .  5  o f  h i s  Doqmenqesch i ch te  de r  F r i j h scho las t i k .
Erster  Tei I :  Die Gnadenlehre.  Band f  (Regensburg:  F.  Pustet ,  1952).
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Petrus
r PP . - 2 2 .

s rb id .  ,  p .  23 . 6 r b i d .  
,  p .  6 5 .

7It is not infreguently implied that theologlcal specula-
t ion is a part icularly odious vice pecul iar 1o Cathol ics.
What must be meant is not that Cathol ics speculate whlle non-
Cathol ics refrain, but that Cathol ic specul l t ion is systematic
work and the result of centuries of col laboration, wtr i le t tre
non-Cathol ic, as he is his own prophet and pope, thinks i t
a sl ight matter to be his own theologian as well .  Anyone rrho
reflects on rel igious doctr ine enters the f ield of theblogical
specu la t ion :  the  ques t ion  o f  the  ch i ld ,  the  d i f f i cu l t ies  o f
the adu,l t ,  the f lood of books and art icles on the ttrel igious
problem" al l  are essential ly speculat ive. Reflect ion and
speculat ion are irrepressible in man. Non-Cathol ics, so far
from atternpting to repress these natural tendencies, al low
them the free play of tropical vegetation.

8on the  d is t inc t ion ,  cp .  Aqu inas ,  De Malo ,  q .  3 ,  a .  7 .
e on the composition of

bertus Universal is, Bishop of
o f  the  rG lossa Ord inar ia r r r r
e t  m6d i6va le  7  (1935)z  235-2621

Ehe Glossa,  see B.
London (  1128-34 ,  ,

smalley, rrci l-

and the Problem
1 e

t0On the general character of peter Lombardrs work, see
Schupp, op. ci t . ,  pp. 289-298. On the purposes of his Sentences,
see Peter 's Prologue. Noteworthy aie 

-the 
remarks:-FFIcub-i

-.-  parum vox nostra insonuit,  non a paternis discessit  l imit-
ibus"  and t t tNon debet  . . .  labo i  v ider i  super f luus ,
cum mul t i s  s i t  necessar iusr ,  b rev i  vo lun ine  compl ican i
Patrum sententias, apposit is eorum testimoniis, ut non sit
necesse quaerenti  l ibrorum numerositatem evorvere, cui brevitas
col" lecta quod guaeritur offert sine labore.rt  

'__ 
Editor: I

have corrected Lonergan's quotation from the edit ion he l ists
i l-  t i"  bibl iography, petr i  Lombardi I i lbr i  Mententiarum
j19-Sr.a:as Asya: .prope Ftorentiam: corr@'19f6) .  The quota t ion  w i th in  the  quota t ion ,  accord ing  to  pe ter rs
ed i to rs ,  i s  f rom August ine .

-t  
t  S."."- Pgfsle1f_ .,Die^ 

_Bedeutung der Sentenzenvorlesung . .  .  ,  
r t

scho las t ik  2  (192712 250-254.  t to te  tha t  pe ter  o f  po i t ie r " '
senten-ces are based on the r,ombardtq, ibid.,  p. 251. The pas-
sage from Richard Fishacre reads: "verumptamdn tantun arlerapars sc. de moribus instruendis a magistr is modernis, cum
leguntur  sanc t i  l i b r i ,  docetur ;  a l ia  tamquam d i f f i c i l i o r  d is -putacioni reservatur. Hec autem pars dif f ici l ior de canone
sanctarum scripturarum- excerpta in isto r ibro, qui sentenci-
a r u m  d i c i t u r ,  p o n i t u r r , i  i b i d . ,  p .  2 5 5 .

. -12 Denzinger-Bannwart, Enchir idion. svmbororum Definit ionum
g t  _ O e c l a r a l i o n g r n  d e  \ e E u s E d i t o r :
Lonergan atmost certainly used one of the many edit ions of
? :1? i1g9f  p repared by  J .  B .  Umberg  ( i .e . ,  ed i t ions  13_27,192 ' l - '1951) ,  who fo r lowed c .  Bannvrar t  as  ed i to r .  The 33rd  ed i -
t ion  (Barce lona:  Herder ,  1965) ,  ed i ted  bV a .  i "n ln .e t r " r ,
numbers the relevant passage ?25.

r+Don odon Lott in has shown that this definit ion appeared
for  the  f i rs t  t ime a f te r  the  counc i l  o f  sens  i i i ao)  in  theSent?ntiqe pivinitat isi  see his art i .cle, "La 'Sumna dententi_
arum' est-erre post6rieure aux sentences de pieEe Lombard?rr
Reyug n6o-s_cq1_astigue de phi losophie 28 (1926lz ZeA_iOZ. Re_pr in t ,  pp .  3 -10 .  Cf .  Sch-pp l -op . -E l f  p .  107,  n .  6 .  __  Ed l to r :
Lo t t in 's  f i r s t  sec t ion ,  pp .  286-293.  t rea ts  o f  the  de f ln i t ion
of free wil l ;  see p. 290 for Lonerganrs precise point.
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In  I i b rum
3  i  Pa t a  l a t i n a  6 4 ,  c o

l e S e n t e n c e s ,  I I '  d .  2 5 ,  c .  1 -  T h e  d e f i n i t i o n  i s  d e v e l o p e d

b y  S t .  T h o m a s ,  D e  V e r i t a t e ,  q .  2 4 ,  a .  1 -

2oA  de ta i l ed  d i scuss ion  o f  t he  po in t  canno t  be  unde r taken

he re .  Bu t  I  be l - i eve  t he  reade r  w i l l  f i nd  ampJ .e  and  conv inc i ng

ev idence  i n  t he  wo rks  o f  Dom Lo t t i n  and  P ro f .  Landg ra f  c i t ed

i n  n o t e  1  6 .

" c p .  I t h e  F i r s t ]  V a t i c a n
j . n g e r - B a n n v r a r t '  # 1 7 9 6  t # 3 0 1 6
Edi to r :  Lonergan had wr i t ten

r 5 L i b r i  I V  S e n t e n t i a r u m ,  ] i b .  I f ,  d .  2 4 ,  c .  3 '  I H e n c e f o r t h

c i t ed  as  Sen tences .  l
l 6 T h i s  d e v i c e  i s  t h e  e s s e n c e  o f  t h e  a r g u m e n t  i n  s t '  A n -

s e l m ' s  a n d  s t .  B e r n a r d ' s  t r e a t m e n t  o f  t h e  p r o b l e m .  S e e  M i g n e r s

P a t r o l o q l a  ( L a t i n a ) '  1 5 8 ,  c o l s .  4 9 1 - f f . ,  a n d  1 8 2 ,  c o l g '  1 0 0 1

f f .  TEe i - ; - d i a l eE - t i ca t  de f i n i t i ons  o f  1 - i be r t y  a re  a t  t he  roo t

o f  t he  comp lex i t y ,  va r i a t i on  and  unsa t i s f ac to r i ness  desc r i bed

by  Dom Lo t t i n ,  La  t h4o r i e  de  l i b re  a rb iF fe  dep -u i s - . s '  Angg l$e

i i squ ' i i  s .  r hom ls  E -aqu in  ( Louva in :  Abbaye  de  Mon t - cesa r '

,  1927 -1929  '  I  I h "  
r eade r

w i l l  f i nd  t he  comp lemen ta i i Zomp fE l i t y ,  va r i a t i on  a_nd  unsa t i s -

f ac to r i ness  recoun ted  by  P ro f .  Landg ra f ,  t 'D i e  E rkenn tn i s  de r

h e l f e n d e n  G n a d e  i n  d e r  F r u h s c h o l a s t i k , "  Z e i t s c h r i f t  f u r  k a t h o -

l - i s c h e  T h e o l o q i e  5 5  ( 1 9 3 1 ) i  1 ' 1 7 - 2 3 8 ,  4 0 3 - 4 3 7 ,  5 6 2 - 5 9 1 '  - -

Ed id :  Landq ra f s  a r t i c l es  have  become  ch .  4  i n  h i s  Doqmen-

q e s c h j - c h t e  d d r  F n i h s c h o l a s t i k '  I ,  1 .

rT r t  does  no t  occu r  t o  Pe te r  Lombard  t o  exp lo i t  t he  poss i -

b i l i t i _es  o f  such  a  de f i n i t i on .  H i s  i n t e res t s  a re  no t  specu la -

t j - ve  enough  f o r  t ha t .  He  a f f i rms  
t t non  po tes t  non  pecca re "

( S e n t e n c e s - ,  I I ,  d .  2 5 ,  c .  6 )  a n d  a l s o  " e t  p e c c a r e  e t  n o n  p e c -

c E i e - p - o s s e , '  ( i b i d . ,  d .  2 8 ,  f i n . ) .  H i s  d i s t i n c t i o n  b e t w e e n

l i b e r t a s  a  n e c e s s i t a t e  a n d  ] i b e r t a s  a  p e c c a t o  ( i b i d "  d '  2 5 ,

f f ie  uut@t.  (see schupp,
o p .  c i t .  ,  P P .  1 0 5 - 1 1 5 .  )

l - i s  de  i nr  I  Boe th l us  ,
Ed l t i o  secunda ,

2 s A .  L a n d g r a f ,  " D i e
i n  d e r  F r i i h s c h o l a s t i k r "
Th i s  a r t i c l e  has  become
s c h o l a s t i k ,  I .  1 .

2 6 v i d e  i n f r a ,  1 . 4 .  E ,

c o u n c i l ,  S e s s .  I I I . ,  c .  4 ,  D e n z -
i n  Denz  i  nge r -Schonme tze r  I  .  - -

# 1 7 9 4 ,  b u t  t h a t  s e e m s  t o  b e  a n

Erkenn tn i s  de r  he i l i gmachenden  Gnade
S c h o l a s t i k  3  l 1 9 2 8 l z  4 0 .
ch.  6 in Doqmenqeschichte der Fruh-

p p .  3 6 - 3 7 .

2 2 v i d e  s u p r a ,  1 . 2 .  D ,  P P .  2 1 - 2 2 -
23A.  Landgra f ,  "GrundJ-agen f i j r -  e in  vers t lndn is  der  Buss-

lehre  der  Fruh-  und Hochsc f io las t i k , "  Ze i tschr i f t  f i j r  ka tho-
l i s c h e  T h e o l o q i e  5 1  ( 1 9 2 7 1 :  1 7 0 .

' u c p .  D e n z i n g e r - B a n n w a r t ,  # # 4 1 0 t  4 8 3  l # # 7 8 0 ,  9 0 4  i n  D e n z -
inqer -sch i inmetzer l  .

27  Landg ra f ,  "D ie  E rkenn tn i s  de r  he i l i gmachenden  Gnade

. . . , "  qg& feg l i !  3  (1928 ) :  30 .
2 8 L a n d g r a f ,  i b i d . ,  P P .  3 1 - 3 8 -

" C p .  S t .  A n s e I m ' s  D e  V e r i t a t e ,  c .  1 2  ( P a t r o l o q i a  
, I j i t j . n a

1 5 8 ,  c o i s .  4 S O  f f . ) ;  o e  C o n c e p t u  V i r q i n a l i  - . . , ,  9 .  - 4 - ( i b j - d . '
c o l - s .  4 3 6  f f . ) .  I t  i s  w o r t h  n o t i n g  t h e  p a r a l l e l  d e f i n i t i o n

o f  f r ee  w i - l - I :  " l i be rum a rb i t r i um  non  esse  a l i ud ,  quam ab i t r i um

po tens  se rva re  r ec t i t ud i nem vo lun ta t i s  p rop te r  i psam rec t i t ud -- i n e m , "  
D e  L i b e r o  A r b i t r i o ,  c .  3  ( i b i d . ,  c o ] .  4 9 4 1 -  - -  E d i t o r :



INTRODUEIION 43

The phrase in Lonerganrs text guoted fron Anselmts De Veritate
ls found in col.  4828.

3 0  D e t  c .  29  (Pat ro log ia  La t ina
158,  cols .  462 f f . ) .  See for  a fut ler  presEntEEtonTogEEE
wlth an account of the influence of this position, A. Landgraf,
1 5 9 ,

Der Gerechtigkeitsbegrif f  des hl.  Anselm-- von Canterbury und
eine Bedeutunq f i i r  die Theolooie der Fri ihscholastik- rr Di wrrqseine Bedeutung f i i r  die Theologie der fr i ihscholastikrr bL1tr.r"

Thomas (Fre iburg ,  Swi tz . )  5  11927 lz  155- ]77 .  - -  Ed i to r :EG
art icle has become ch. 3 in Dogmenqeschlchte der. Fruhscholas-
t i k ,  r ,  1 .

3 rsentences  T I ,  d .  27 . 3 2 r b i d . ,  c .  1 2 ,  i n  f i n e .
3slnstances are Abelard and peter of Capua. See Landgraf,

"Dle ,G-erecht_i,gkei tsbegrif f  .  .  .  ,  
' ,  Divus Thomas S l1 g27 | z 

'  
1 69i

"Grundlagen f i i r  ein verst indnis derTff iE. .  ,  , '  zeitschri f t
fu r  ka tho l i sche Theo loq ie  51  (19271:  18G.

"t"*, 
"."t"*r 

Mart inus: "spir i tus sanctus datur dupl ici-
ter: aut guantum ad peccati  renissionem prout datur parvul is;
aut quantum ad virtutum col lat ionem prout datur ldult is. i
ci ted from- Langraf, "Die Erkenntnis der heir igmachenden Gnade
. . . , "  l $ l a s t i k . 3  ( 1 9 2 8 ' t :  4 6 .  S e e  t h e  f o l l o w l n g  p a g e s .

It  ls to be noted that in the letter, Miiores Sccleslae
gFusas,_writ ten a! t le en! o! 1201, pope tnnocenEFG-ff i !
the solut ions of the theologians to the problem of infant
baptism gives in f irst place the view that 

- 
dist inguishes be_

tween grace and the remission of sin. The view that the virtues
are infused appears in second
place and i  s s  vero  d icent ibus . t lpr.ace and ts introduceal vrit
See Denzinger-Bannnart ,  #4 1 0 [ [I  Den z inger-Schi jnmetzer ,  #7 80 | .

3s Landgraf, "Die Erkenntnis der hei l igmachenden Gnade
. . . , "  S c h o l a s t i k  3  ( 1 9 2 8 1 2  4 2 ,  6 4 .

3 6 r b i d .  
,  p .  6 1  .  C p .  p p .  s 6 - 6 2 .

3 7 8 . g . ,  S u m .  T h e o l . ,  I - I I ,  q .  1 1 3 .

.  
t t  og l : l lger -Bann l ra r t ,  #483.  Cp.  #410 [Denz inger -Sch i jn -

m e t z e r ,  # # 9 0 4 ,  7 8 0 1 .
3 s s u m .  T h e o 1 . ,  I - I I ,  g .  1 0 9 ,  a .  2 .

---- 1 I Se4, d. 25, a. 6. For St. Bonaventura, seffi?
Mrtzka' "Die Lehre des hl.  Bonaventura von der vorbereitung

, { 0 D e  V e r i t a t e ,  g .  2 4 ,  a .  1 4 .  I t  i s  t o  b e  n o t e d  t h a t  t h eproblem of synthetizing the generic and specif ic theorems
is. here complicated by the absence of a criarly formulated
category of actuar grace. The formulation of the id]ea of habit-
9a1 grace has already been described: the discove.y trr. t  trr"
de f in i t ion  o f  a  hab i t .neant  a  g race tha t  d id  no t ' compre te ly
satisfy !h. reguirements vras not immediate; further, to f indthe complement to the habit was not easy, for, as we shal lsee later, St. Thonas had to transform eristo€te, i  f frystcattheory of motion into a metaphysical theory. pissagls that
clearly show an absence of t tr6 dist inct ion between actuar
graqeand genera l  p rov idence are :  De Ver i ta te ,  g .  24 ,  a .  15 ;
In  I I  _seqt . ,  .d . .  Zg ,  q .  1 ,  aa .  1_7:  In - f i lb l r tus '  Magnus:
9umm? 4e gEelturis, Secunda pars, g. 70, a. 5; also tr i i  comrnen_

auf -die hei l igmachende Gnade," z. i t" .hri f=l fU, i i i
Theo loq{e  50  (1  9261 z  27  -72  ,  220-2@assage s
referred to are often rong, and checking them is arieic,r i t ,
especial ly when we are looking for an ' iabsence.r I  suggest,
for the commentaries on the sentences_, that the reader consult
Thomasrs  a r t i c le  4  ( in l t . )  anE- lEFs ar t i c le  5 .
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u r  s t .  T h o m a s  A g u i n a s ,
S u m .  T h e o 1 . '  1 - I I ,  q .  1 0 9 '  a

METHOD

D e  V e r i t a t e ,  q .  2 4 ,  a -  1 2 i  c P .
8 .

q 2  
F o r  s t .  T h o m a s ,  s e e  r n  r r  S e n t ' ,  d '  2 8 ,  q '  1  '  a '  2 '

S t .  A l be r t  i s  s im i l a r l y  i n - -T iTT i cu f t y  i n  I n  I I  Sen t "  - d '
2 5 ,  a .  6 ,  a n d  i n  S u m m j  d e  C r e a l u r i s ,  S e c u n d a . P u . t = {  q '  7 0 '

a .  5 .  whe re  be fo re@tas  comp l i ca ted  by  t he

Iack  o f  a  c l ea r  d i s t i nc t i on  be tween  gene ra l  p rov j ' dence  and

ac tua l  g race ,  t he re  t he  d i f f i cu l t y  i s  obv ious l y  t he  reconc j - l i -

a t i on  o f  non  posse  non  pecca re  \ ^ , i t h  l i be r t y '  I n  h j - s  ea r l y

S u m m a  ( t r r e f f i e  S u m m a  T h e o r ' , -  r r '  9 '  
1 0 0 '

; f f 2 ' , -  i ,  4 ,  s t .  A l be r t  i n s i s t s  t na t - t he  Lombard  d i d  no t

me"" t "  deny i ibertas de 4ete-E-9r!g!e.  He der ives his solut ion

from an appe;f@ad said peccatum habel9i

du ra  necess i t as ;  t h i s  he  r i gh t l ' y  i n t e rp re t s  as  r ega rd i ng

Ehe  remE; Ion -o f  s i n ,  bu t  f a l se l y  supposes  t o  cove r  t he  who le

i s s u e .  S t .  T h o n a s  s i m p l y  r e p e a t s  t h i s  p o s i t i o n  i n  h i s - . e a r l i e s t

wo rk :  t ak i ng  i t  ove i  k ro rn  h i s  mas te r ,  he  i s  - a t  f i r s t  much

more  downr i gh t  abou t  i t ;  mo re  b r i l l i an t ,  he  so l - ves  t he  po in t

Je i i n i t i ve r v  i n  h i s  nex t  wo rk .  r n  t h i s  connec t i on  i t  has

been  po in te -d  ou t  t o  me  by  R .  P .  Hen r i  Bou i l l a rd ,  who  i s  i nves -

t i ga t i ng  t he  ma t t e r ,  t l i a t  t he  med ieva l  t heo log ians  do  no t

" "6 t  
t o  c i t e  t he  Second  Counc i l  o f  O range '  Th i s  makes  t he

specu fa t l ve  de fec t  I ess  su rp r i s i ng  t han  i t  appea rs  a t  f i r s t

s i gh t .  See  a l so  on  t he  ques t i on ,  H .  - Lange ,  
De  Gra t - i a  (F re i bu rg

i * - s r e i s g a u :  H e r d e r ,  i g z g l ,  p p -  1 4 0 - 1 5 1 '  - -  E d i ' t o r :  B o u i I -

Iard 's point  has now been made in pr int ;  see his C.olYgIE. lg!

e t  q r A c l  c h e z  s .  T h o m a - s .  4 ' A q u i n  ( P a r i s :  A u b i e r ,  1 9 4 4 1 '  p p '

n c e s  a s  i n  t h e  b o o k ' s  j ' n d e x ) '

u 3 L a n d g r a f ,  " s t u d i e n  z u r  E r k e n n t n i s  d e s  U e b e r n a t u r l i c h e n

. . . , "  S c h o l a s t i k  4  ( 1 9 2 9 ) .  S e e  p .  3 8 5 .

uu  See ,  f o r  i ns tance ,  He rbe r t  Doms ,  q i e  Gna9=e l= l 9h re  des

se I .  A l be r l us  l " l aqnus  (B res lau :  I " t i j l l e r  &  Se i f f e r t ,  19291  '

q s s u m m a  
c o n r a  G e n t i f e s ,  r I I ,  c c .  5 2 ,  1 4 7 - 1 6 3 '

a5  Landg ra f ,  " s t ud ien  zu t  E rkenn tn i - s  des  uebe rna tu r l i chen

. . . , "  ! 9 ! 9 l g $ f !  4  ( 1 9 2 9 1 2  3 1 4 .

u 7 r b i d . ,  p .  3 7 ' 7 .  u s r b i d . ,  p p -  3 8 1 - 3 8 4 .  
q s r b i d ' ,  p '  2 1 4 '

s r t b i - d . ,  p .  2 1 9 .

s2  Thus ,  t he  Lombard  accu ra te l y  desc r i bes  t he  need  o f

g r a c e .  i n  o u r  f i r s t  p a r e n t s  ( S e n t e n c e s r  I T ,  d '  2 4 ,  c '  
' l ) :

6 ieat ion was enough to enable man-T6-avoid s in,  but  not  enough

to  mer i t  e t e rna l  l - i f e ;  f o r  t ha t  ano the r  g race  bes ides  c rea t i on

was needed. But  he goes wrong when he t r ies to expla in why

the  avo idance  o f  s i n  by  ou r  f i r s t  pa ren t s  i n  t he  pe r i od  p r i o r

t o  t he  i n f us i on  o f  g r i ce  wou ld  no t  be  mer i t o r i ous :  he  adm i t s

we  mer i t  when  we  mere l y  avo id  s i n ,  bu t  a lways  Ima in ta i ns? ]

t ha t  t ha t  i s  because  we  have  d i f f i cu l t y ;  i n  t he  s ta te  o f

o r i g i naJ .  i nnocence  t he re  was  no  d i f f i cu l t y  and  so  no  mer i t '

I n  
- commen t i ng  

on  t h i s  passage  s t .  A l be r t  canno t  unde rs tand

the  Lombard ' j  pos i t i on ;  he  v ras  no t  awa re  o f  t he  i n t e r ven ing

d e v e l o p m e n t  ( s e - e  h i s  I n  I 1  S e n t . ,  d .  2 5 ,  a .  6 ) .  T h i s  p r o v i d e s

a  pe r f ec t  i l l u s t r a t i on  o f  m i s i n te rp re ta t i on  due  t o  i gno rance

o f  deve lopmen t .  Fo r  a  r i ch  co l l ec t i on  o f  twe l f t h - cen lu r y

p "= i i i o " "  r ega rd i ng  ou r  f i r s t  pa ren t s ,  . see .  ! 1 l ds - {P f ,  "D ie

b r k e n n t n l s  d e r  h e l f e n d e n  G n a d e  . . . r "  Z e i t s c h r i f t  f u r  k a t h o -

l i s c h e  T h e o l o s i e  5 5  ( 1 9 3 1 1 2  4 0 3 - 4 2 2 -

t '  S e e ,  f o r  e x a m p l e ,  h i s  S u m .  T h e o 1 . ,  I - I I ,  q '  1 1 2 t  a '

2 ,  a d 1 m .
sa  Landg ra f  ,  

, ' s t ud ien  z t r  E r kenn tn i s  des  uebe rna tu r l i chen

. . . , "  €SE !gE ! l !  4  (19291 :  212 .
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5 s r b i d . ,  p .  1 9 1 .
s 6 l b i d . r  p p .  1 9 5 .  3 7 4 .  S e e  w h o l e  s e c t i o n ,  p p .  3 5 2 - 3 8 9 .
s 7 r b i d . ,  p p .  9 - 1 3 .
s8 lb id . ,  pp .  14-28 .  Card ina l  Laborans  de f ined grace in

the str ict sense (@) as everything one has at birth
or receives afterwardsl he admits then two narro$rer senses,
f irst,  everything the elect have at birth or receive after-
wards, and second, the virtues of the elect. The exanple should
provide a real izat ion of the dif f iculty of defining grace
in the third phase. I t  is to be found in Landgraf, ibid.,
p p .  2 0  f f .

sev ide  supra ,  pp . 28-31 .
thdorie du

6 o v i d e  s u p r a ,  p p .  2 7 - 2 8 .

,  
' l  929 .  (ne-

print from c i ta t ions  w i l l
n t : le m6rite

t i
' f ou te to t s ces guestions est voi

dans 1 'expos6 du  chance l ie r .  Ma is  A lexandre  de  Ha lds  a  su
les dist inguer soigneusement. Et ces m6mes guestions seront
reprises, avec guelques variantes, par Albert le Grand, Odon
Rigaud e t  sa in t  Bonaventure  . . . . t t  lA lexandre  de  Ha lds
odon Rigaud srefforcdrent de scruter Ia raison foncibre
du l ib re  a rb i t re ,  posant  a ins i
Ia doctr ine ohi

In other words, speculat ion on the nature of l iberty
has i ts obscure beginning in Phi l ip. The phi losophic basis
of l iberty is worked out by Alexander of Hales and Odon Rigaldi.
After early attempts to harmonize the definit ions of Boethius,
St .  Anse lm,  S t .  Bernard ,  and the  one a t t r ibu ted  to  S t .  Auqus-
t ine by the Lombard, ' rsaint Bonaventure trouvait,  i  juste
t i t re ,  pare i l  t rava i l  assez  s t6 r i le . r r  The c i ta t ions  are  f ron
L o t t i n ,  R e v u e  t h o m i s t e  3 4  ( 1 9 2 9 1 r  2 6 6 ,  2 6 6 - 2 6 7 .  2 6 7  [ L a  t h 6 o r i e
. . . ,  p p .  1 2 5 - ' l 2 6 ,  1 2 6 ,  1 2 6 1 .  T h e  i t a l i c s  ( u n d e r l i n e d )  a r e
our own.

6 2 v i d e  s u p r a ,  1 . 4 .  B ,  p .  3 5 ,  n o t e  4 2 .
53  "D ie  Erkenntn is  der  heLfenden Gnade . . . , "  Ze i tschr i f t

on page 425 is to

4 5

t  t  cp .  Lo t t in ,  La

emphasize the
i.ntroduit les

e t  in f i rm i ta tem.
tatem et grat iam

' P o s t

te r i t ,  e t  tunc

Hugh of St. Victor rather than to peter Lombard. peter 's debt
to  Hugh can be  judged f rom Lonerganrs  no te  64 .

6 q S e n t e n c e s ,  I f ,  d .  2 5 ,  c .  6 z-trrET-]6lsunt 
notari in homine quatuor status liberi

a r b i t r i i .
@ ad bonum ni l  impediebat, ad malum
ni l  inpe l lebat ' ;  . . .  tunc  s ine  er ro re  ra t io  iud icare ,  e t  vo lun-
tas  s ine  d i :

rPos tPgst pggcatum yero, ante reparationem gratiae, prernitur
dif f icultate bonum appetere poterat.

a concupiscentia et vincitur . . .  potest peccare et non potest
non peccare, et iam damnabil i ter.

' P o s t
, .  .  .  premitur a concupiscentia,

sed non vinCiLur .- ut possit  plccare propter l ibertatern
et possit  non peccare ad morten propter l iber-
adiuvantem . .  .  .

t ionem vero nec vinci nec premi po-
t non posse peccare t .  "

Tvro points are to be observed: f i rst,  the tendency to
concej.ve grace psychologicatly, the i l lumination of the inlel-
lect and the strengthening of the wil l ;  second, the fact that
the need for grace nas so expl ici t ly conceived in terrns of
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mora . l -  impo tence  na tu ra l f y  t ended  t o  ec l i pse  t he  i dea  o f  mo ra l -
impotence \ , rhen the need for  grace rras seen to l ie  in the super-
na tu ra f  cha rac te r  o f  e t e rna l  1 i f e .  - -  Ed i t o r :  t he  quo ta t i ons
w i t h i n  t he  quo ta t i on  f r om the  Lombard  a re  a t t r j - bu ted  by  h i s
e d i t o r  t o  H u g h  o f  S t .  V i c t o r ;  t h e  u n d e r f l n i n g  i s  L o n e r g a n ' s .

6 t  S t .  A u g u s t i n e ,  D e  C o r r e p t i o n e  e t  G r a t i a :  " Q u a p r o p c e r ,
b i n a  i s t a  q u i d  i n t e r  s e  d i f f e r a n t ,  d i J - i g e n t e r  e t  v i g i l a n t e r
i n t uendum es t ;  posse  non  pecca re ,  e t  non  posse  pecca re r r  ( c .
1 2 ,  # 3 3 ,  P a t r o l o g l a  L a t i n a ,  4 4 ,  c o l .  9 3 6 ) .  " P r j - m o  i t a q u e  h o -
m in i ,  qu i  i n  eo  bono  quo  f ac tus  f ue ra t  r ec tus  accepe ra t  posse
n o n  p e c c a r e  . . . "  ( i b i d . ,  # 3 4 ,  c o f .  9 3 7 1 .  "  . . .  p r a e d e s t i n a t i s
non  t a l e  ad iu to r i um  pe rseve ran t i ae  da tu r ,  sed  t a l e  u t  e i  pe r -
seve ran tes  esse  non  poss in t ,  ve rum e t i am  u t  pe r  hoc  donum
n o n  n i s i  p e r s e v e r a n t e s  s i n t "  ( i b i d . ) .  " M a i o r  q u i p p e  l - i b e r t a s
es t  necessa r i a  adve rsus  t o t  e t  t an tas  t en ta t i ones ,  quae  i n
p a r a d i s o  n o n  f u e r u n t  . . . .  I l l i  ( A d a e )  e r g o  s i n e  p e c c a t o  u f l o
da ta  es t ,  cum qua  cond i t us  es t ,  vo l un tas  1 j - be ra ,  e t  eam fec i t
(Ada )  se r v i r e  pecca to :  ho rum ve ro  (p raedes t i na to rum)  cum fu i s -
se t  vo . l - un tas  se rva  pecca t i ,  l i be ra ta  es t  pe r  i 11u rn  qu i  d i x i t ,
S j -  v o s  F i - I i u s  f i b e r a v e r i t ,  t u n c  v e r e  l i b e r i  e r i t i s  ( I o a n . ,
V I I I ,  3 6 )  H u j - c  p e c c a t o  ( i m p o e n i t e n t i a e  f i n a l - i s )  u l t r a
n o n  s e r v i u n t ,  n o n  p r i m a  c o n d i t j . o n e ,  s i c u t  i I I e ,  I i b e r i ;  s e d
p e r  s e c u n d u m  A d a m  D e i  g r a t i a  l i b e r a t i ,  e t  i s t a  I i b e r a t i o n e
haben tes  f i be rum a rb i t r i um  quo  se rv i - an t  Deo ,  non  quo  cap t i ven -
t u r  a  d i abo lo .  L i be ra t j -  en im  a  pecca to  se rv i  f ac t i  sun t  i us -
t i t i a e  ( R o m . ,  V I ,  1 8 ) ,  i n  q u a  s t a b u n t  u s q u e  i n  f i n e m "  ( 1 b i d . ,
# 3 5 ,  c o l s .  9 3 7 - 9 3 8 ) .  - -  E d i t o r :  t h e  b r a c k e t e d  i n s e r t s  i n  t h e
quo ta t i ons  a re  Lone rgan ' s .

t 6 F o r  a  c l o s e  a n a l y s i s  o f  D e  C g r r e p t i o n e  e t  G r a t i a ,  s e e
Cha r l es  Boye r ,  " Le  sys l d *e  ae  @Ace .
P a r a p h r a s e  d u  ' D e  C o r r e p t i o n e  e t  G r a t i a ' , "  R e c h e r c h e s  d e  s c i -
e n c e  r e l i q i e u s e  2 0  ( 1 9 3 0 ) :  4 8 1 - 5 0 5 .  O n  J a n s e n i s m ,  s e e  t h e
a r t i c l , e  i n  D i c t i o n [ b y  J .  C a r r e r r e ,
V o f .  8 ,  1 1 9 2 3 1 .  A  s u m m a r y
o f  t h e  A u g u s t i n u s  I o f  J a n s e n i u s ]  i s  t o  b e  h a d  i n  E n g l i s h ;
s e e  N i g e l  A b e r c r o m b i e , i s m  ( O x f o r d :  A t
t h e  C l a r e n d o n  P r e s s ,  1 9 3 6 ) ,  p p .  1 2 6 - 1 5 3 .  I t  i s  w o r t h  n o t i n g
tha t  i n  t he i r  t h i r d  phase  t he  med ieva f  t h i nke rs  moved  uneas i l v

1 5 3 .  I t  i s  w o r t h  n o t i n q

i n  t h e  I i m i t e d  o r b i t  o f  B a i u s  a n d  J a n s e n i u s ' s  t h o u g h t ,  b u t ,
as  soon  as  t hey  cou ld ,  escaped  f r om i t .

6 7 T h u s ,  S t .  A l b e r t ,  I n  I I  S e n t . ,  d .  2 5 ,  a .  6  t a d  o b i e c t .
1 l :  " auc to r j - t a t es  non  p roban t  neque  d i cun t  quod  s i ne  q ra t i a
n o n  p o s s i t  a l i q u i s  r e s i s t e r e  ( t e n t a t i o n i )  s e d  q u o d  n o n  p o t e s t
c i  h 6  n 6 ^  r +  h ^ ^  ^ l a n e  w e r i l m  c s f  _  o r r i a  i n  D e O  V i v i m U S  e t  m O V e -
m u r  e t  s u m u s ;  e t  n i s i  i p s e  c o n t i n u e  c o n t i n e a t ,  e t  s a l v e t ,
e t  movea t ,  n i h i l  possumus  esse  e t  ope ra r i .  Sed  hoc  non  pon i t
q ra t j . am  spec ia l - em. "  Ed i t o r :  aga in  t he  b rac lEEEA- i nse r t s
a r e  L o n e r g a n r s ,  a s  i s  a J - s o ,  i t  s e e m s ,  t h e  u n d e r l i n i n g .

68  I b i d . ,  So lu t i o :  "S i  t amen  pona tu r  ( homo)  habe re  so lu rn
l i be rum a rb i t r i - um ,  v i de tu r  m ih l  quod  adhuc  po tes t  r es i s t e re
t e n t a t i o n i . "  I B r a c k e t e d  i n s e r t  b y  L o n e r g a n . ]
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APPENDIX  2

NOTE PREFIXED TO ' 'EXCERPTA'I  FROM THE DISSERTATION

S e n t  t o  t h e  G r e g o r i a n  U n i v e r s i t y  i n  1 9 4 6

NOTE

The  pag ing  o f  t h i s  s l , im  b rochu re  may  cause  su rp r r se ,

f o r  t h e  p a g e s  a r e  n u m b e r e d  f r o m  5 3 3  t o  5 7 8 .  T h e  f a c t  i s  t h a t ,

bes ides  be ing  an  exce rp t  f r om  my  doc to ra l  d l sse r t a t i on ,  wha t

f o l l - ows  a l so  i s  t he  l as t  o f  a  se r i es  o f  a r t i c l es  t ha t  appea red

i n  t h e  p e r i o d i c a l ,  T h e o l o g i c a l  S t u d i e s ,  i n  t h e  y e a r s  1 9 4 1

and  1942 .  To  g l ve  t he  same  ma t t e r  two  en t i r e l y  d i f f e ren t  se r i es

o f  page  numbers  wou ld  be  j us t  g round  f o r  annoyance  and  a  ve ry

n r o l r a l r ' l p  . A u s e  o f  c o n f u s i o n .  I t  s e e m e d  w i s e r ,  t h e n ,  t o  r e t a i n

i n  t h j - s  r ep r i n t  t he  same  page  numbers  as  a re  f ound  i n  t he

a r t i c l e .

The  reade r  w i l l  g rasp  t he  gene ra l  na tu re  o f  t he  a rgumen t

mos t  r ead i l y  by  g l anc ing  ove r  t he  se r i es  o f  sec t i on  head ings

appended  a t  t he  end  o f  t h i s  pub l i ca t i on .  The  a im  has  been

h i s to r i ca l .  The  an teceden ts  o f  Thom is t  t hough t  we re  l - ea rn t

f r om the  we f l - known  se r i es  o f  a r t i c l es  o f  Dom Lo t t i n  on  t he

I i be r t y  o f  t he  w i I l "  and  o f  D r .  Landg ra f  on  med ieva l -  t hough t

on  g race ;  t he  . I a t t e r ' s  f a r - r each ing  wo rk  was  suppJ -emen ted

by  t he  monog raphs  o f  D r .  Schupp  on  t he  Gnaden leh re  o f  Pe te r

Lombard  and  o f  D r .  Doms  on  t ha t  o f  S t .  A l be r t  t he  G rea t .  My

own  ma in  t ask  was  t o  app l y  t he  me thod  o f  i n t ens i ve  s tudy  o f

pa ra l 1e1  passages  p ropounded  by  t he  l a t e  F r .  de  Gu ibe r t  i n

h i s  ce l eb ra ted  Doub le t s  de  Sa in t  Thomas  d r  Aqu in .

The  manne r  i n  wh i ch  t h i s  me thod  wo rked  ou t  i s ,  pe rhaps ,

o f  i n t e res t .  I t  r " r as  soon  d i scove red  t ha t  t he  commen ta r i es

on  t he  Sen tences  o f  Pe te r  Lombard  o f  t he  t h ree  g rea t  med i -eva f

d o c t o r s ,  S t .  A l b e r t ,  S t .  B o n a v e n t u r e ,  a n d  S t .  T h o m a s ,  h e l d

i n  common  the  su rp r i s i ng  v i ew  t ha t  i n  one  man  t he re  can  be

on l y  one  g race  and  t ha t  g race  i . s  t he  supe rna tu ra l  hab i t .  Th i s

pos i t i on  seemed  due  t o  t he  f ac t  t ha t  t heo re t i ca l  ana l ys i s

o f  supe rna tu ra l  hab i t s  was  o f  r ecen t  o r i g i n  when  t he  Commen-

ta r i es  we re  w r i t t en  and  t ha t ,  as  ye t ,  i t  had  no t  been  pe rce i ved

tha t  hab i t ua l  g race  a l ong  w i t h  ex te rna l  p rov i dence  was  i nsu f f i -

c i en t  t o  accoun t  f o r  t he  dogma t i c  da ta .  I n  any  case  i n  t he
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NOTE

De Veritate of Aguinas one f inds a reversal of the posit ion

of the Commentarv on the Sentences: in one man there is more
than one grace ln a str ict sensei besides the supernatural
habit,  which is both operative and cooperative, there are
cooperative gif ts of good thoughts and holy affect ions. The
Summa Theoloqiae develops this posit ion further by dividing
both habitual and actual grace into operative and codperative.

This general movement of thought set the problem. Within
the writ ings of Aquinas there developed the preclse notion
of an operative, actual grace. What was i t? Towards sett l ing
the issue, three subsldiary l ines of inqui.ry were init iated:
f irst,  rrhat was meant by dividing habitual grace into operative
and coUperative; secondly. what seems to have been the under-
lying theory of operation; thirdly, what seems to have been
understood by divine motions within the human wil l .  In the
l ight of the answers obtained to these subsidiary questions,
the central issue was attacked.

The present excerpt omits the earl ier parts of the disser_
tat ion on the historicar background, the determination of
the historical problem, the analogy from habitual grace, and
the general theory of operation. I t  contains the subsidiary
investigation on divine motions withln the wil l ,  and the prin-
cipal discussion of the development in the writ ings of St.
?homas of a grace that at once is actuar and operative. There
seems no reason lrhy r should summarize here the summaries
that the reader wilr  f ind on pages ss2 f.  and 572 ff .  sl imirarly,
I  see no reason for repeating in a bibl iography the t i t les
of the few works drawn upon in this section of the essay.
But I  do wish to prof i t  by the occasi.on to thank my professors
at the Gregorian, and in part icular Fr. Charles Boyer, for
their lessons and their kindness.
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BOOX REVIEWS

TURNTNG LIBERALTSM INSTDE-OUT

Char l .es  C.  Hef I ing ,  J r .
Boston College

The nineteenth century, according to Karl Barthrs famous
dictun, berongs to schreiermacher. But the same might be said
of the twentieth, Barth himself excepted; and said, rnoreover,
not only about protestant theology but about more and more
of Roman Cathol ic theology as well .  The program inaugurated
nearly two hundred years ago by the speeches on Reliqion is
st i l l  being carr ied out, part ly and perhaps largely because
theologians today, whatever their confessional loyalty, st i l l
do their thinking and writ ing within a curtural envi.ronment
to which schleiermacherrs nay of understanding rel igion is
very well  adapted. That al l  rel igion is founded on an experi_
ence, or a dimension of every experience, with which virtual ly
everyone has some acquaintance and which has come to be ex_
pressed in a variety of r i tes and symbols, stories and doc_
tr j .nes that, or something l ike i t ,  is a theme whlch har_
monizes  n iceJ .y  w i th  the  pr iva t ism tha t  i s  modern i ty rs  le i tmot i f .
r t  ar lows dif ferent christ ian denominations, not to mention
different non-Western tradit ions. to be regarded as so many
brands of the same generic product, so nany ways of naming.
describing, and thus sharing what is essentialry an inward
and subjective matter. Not surprisj-ngly, then, varj .at ions
on this theme make up the standard repertoire of rel igious
pro fess iona ls ,  c le rgy  and academics  a l i ke .  I t  i s ,  a f te r  a I I ,
what the audience l ikes to hear.

Even Sor not everyone is playing i t .  The predominance
of what he cal Is the r experientia I  _expre s s ive r approach to
rel igion is the background, and the target, against which

5 1
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George  A .  L i ndbeck  has  w r i t t en  a  book  f a r  mo re  impo r tan t  t han

i t s  s i z e  m i g h t  s u g g e s t .  T h e  N a t u r e  o f  D o c t r i n e '  l i v e s  u p  t o

i t s  t i t l e  b y  p r o p o s i n g  a  t h e o r y  a b o u t  d o c t r j - n a l  s t a t e m e n t s '

d e v e l o p e d  w i t h  a  v i e w  t o  C h r i s t i a n  e c u m e n i c a l  d i s c u s s i o n ;

bu t  L i ndbeck  i s  awa re  t ha t  any  p ronouncemen t  on  wha t  doc t r i nes

a re  imp l i es  and  i s  impJ - i ed  by  an  accoun t  o f  wha t  r e l i g i on

i s .  H e n c e  t h e  s u b t i t l e :  R e l i q i o n  a n d  T h e o l o q v  i n  a  P o s t l i b e r a l

A q e .  ' P o s t I i b e r a I t  i s  L i n d b e c k ' s  s h o r t h a n d  f o r  h i s  o w n  p o s r -

t i o n .  w h i c h  h e  s e t s  o u t  a s  a n  a l t e r n a t i v e  t o  t h e  r e i g n i n g

e x p e r i e n t i a  I  - e x p r e s s i v i s t  v i e w ,  b u t  a l s o  t o  t h e  o n e  t h a t  I  i b e r -

a l i s m  h a s  b y  n o w  d e t h r o n e d .  T h i s  o l d e r '  p r e l i b e r a l  o r  ' p r o p o -

s i t i o n a l i s t '  v i e w p o i n t  w o u l d  h a v e  i t  t h a t  r e l i g i o n  i s  a  k i n d

o f  p h i l o s o p h y  o r  s c i e n c e ;  d o c t r i n e s ,  a c c o r d i n g l - y '  a r e  t o  b e

t h o u g h t  o f  a s  '  t r u t h  c l a i m s  
'  o r  v e h i c l e s  o f  c o g n i t i v e  i n f o r m -

a t i o n .  S u c h  w a s  t h e  s t a n d  t a k e n  b y  c l a s s i c a l  o r t h o d o x r e s '

a n d  i t s  d e m i s e  i s  a  t w i c e - t o l d  t a l e '  O n c e  K a n t  a n d  h i s t o r i c a l

c r i t i c i sm  be tween  t hem had  unde rm ined  t he  f ounda t i ons  f o r

i n t e r p r e t i n g  d o c t r i n e s  d i s c u r s i v e l y ,  t h e y  h a d  t o  b e  i n t e r p r e t e d

o t h e r w i s e ,  f i r s t  a s  " a c c o u n t s  o f  t h e  C h r i s t i a n  r e l j - g i o u s  a f f e c -

t i o n s  s e t  f o r t h  j - n  s p e e c h , r r  t o  q u o t e  S c h l e i e r m a c h e r "  a n d

t h e n  a l o n g  t h e  I i n e s  o f  I a t e r  P r o t e s t a n t  l i b e r a l i s m  a n d  R o m a n

C a t h o l i c  m o d e r n i s m .  L i n d b e c k  t a k e s  y e t  a  t h i r d  a p p r o a c h '  H i s

p r o p o s a l  r e s t s  o n  u n d e r s t a n d i n g  r e l i g i o n s  a s  " c o m p r e h e n s i v e

i n t e r p r e t i v e  s c h e m e s  w h i c h  s t r u c t u r e  h u m a n  e x p e r i e n c e

a n d  u n d e r s t a n d i n g  o f  s e l f  a n d  w o r l d "  l 3 2 l '  a n d  w i t h i n  w h i c h

t h e  f u n c t i o n  o f  d o c t r i n e s  i s  n e i t h e r  c o g n i t i v e  n o r  e x p r e s s i v e

b u t  r e g u l a t i v e .  C h r i s t i a n  d o c t r i n e  p r o v i c l e s  a s  i t  w e r e  t h e

g r a m m a t i c a J -  r u l e s  f o r  u s i n g  C h r i s t i a n  l a n g u a g e '  b r o a d l y  c o n -

ce i ved  as  t he  who le  sha red  pa t t e rn  o f  t h i - nk i ng  and  ac t l ng

t h a t  c o n f e r s  o n  C h r i s t i a n s  t h e i r  i d e n t i t y '  i n f o r m s  t h e i r  h o r i -

z o n ,  a n d  c o n s t i t u t e s  t h e i r  L e b e n s w e l t '

O n  t h i s  
'  c u l t u r a l - l i n g u i s t i c  

'  m o d e l  '  t h e  i d e a  t h a t  d i f f e r -

e n t  r e l i g i o n s  a r e  i n t e r c h a n g e a b l e  w a y s  o f  t a l k i n g  a b o u t  t h e

s a m e  t h i n g  b e c o m e s  h i g h l y  d u b i o u s '  f o r  n o t  o n l y  d o  s p e c i f i c a l l y

r e l i g i o u s  l a n g u a g e s  d i f f e r  e n o r m o u s l y '  b u t  s o  d o  t h e  c u l t u r e s

i n  wh i ch  t hey  a re  embedded '  Tha t ,  howeve r '  i s  on l y  t he  mos t

g e n e r a l  i m p l i c a E i o n  L i n d b e c k  d r a w s '  A p p l i e d  t o  C h r i s t i a n i t y

i n  p a r t i c u l a r ,  h i s  m o d e l  c a I I s  f o r  a  r e w r i t i n g  o f  b o t h  t h e o l o g -

i c a l  a n d  e c c l e s r a l  a g e n d a s '  A p o L o g e t i c s '  w h i c h  f r o m  t h e  e x p e r -

i e n t i a l - e x p  r e s s i v j - s t  v i e w p o i n t  b e t o n g s  t o  t h e  c e n t e r  o f  t h e o -

l o g y ,  i s  a  p r i m e  e x a m p l e '  A s  S c h l e i e r m a c h e r  i n v i t e d  t h e  h e l r s

o f  t he  En l i gh tenmen t  t o  acknow l -edge  i n  t hemse l ves  a  r ea l i t y
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prior to knowledge and morals, so latter_day l iberals hope
co get a hearing by ' translat ingr 

chrlst ian doctr ines into
some other, more intel l igible contemporary language. But i f
christ ianity is a language, then being a christ ian -- thinking
and speaking and behaving Christ ianly can no more cone
about through translat ions than being a German can. you have
got to learn the original language. not as a mere set of ex_
tr insic signs but as a specif ic way of looking at and l iving
in the world- Hence for Lindbeck the f irst order of theorogicar
business should not be to f ind and curt ivate the cornmon exper-
ience on which both securar and rel igious faith are alregedly
bu i l t ,  bu t  ra ther  to  a r t i cu la te  the  spec i f i car ry  chr ls t ian
pattern of meaning and value. Simi1arly, the churches, job
is to i-nculcate that pattern, not to accommodate themserves
to culture at large. since modern senslbi l i t ies wir l  most
I ikely be offended by the very idea that being rel igious is
a  mat te r  o f  acqu i r i .ng  spec i f i c ,  non_opt iona l  l ingu is t i c  sk i l l s ,
postr iberal christ ian communit ies may have to buy their iden-
t i t y  a t  the  pr ice  o f  a  cer ta in  ,soc io log ica l  

sec tar ian ism ,  122 ,
781, yet this does not mean that the churches should simpry
abandon a secur'arized culture to i ts own self-destructive
devices; in the long run, their withdrawal might well  be for
the  sake o f  re tu rn .  The lv iab i l i t y  o f  a  un i f ied  wor ld , , ,  L ind_
beck writes, I 'may depend on communal enclaves that social ize
the i r  members  in to  h igh ly  par t i cu la r  ou t looksr  11271,  1 f  those
outLooks are such as to counteract the individual ism of which
Iiberal theology is a syrnptom and nihi l ism, perhaps, the in_
evitable outcone.

All  of this definitely puts Lindbeck out of step with
the theological parade. At the same t ime, he points out that
except in seminaries and divinity schoors, where experi.entiar-
expressivism continues to go from strength to strength, models
of the sort he sets out in The Nature of Doctr ine are used
a l ready  in  the  academic  d isc ip r ines  most  c rosery  a r r iec r  w i th
the study of rel igion. f f  theologians too were to adopt a
cu l tu ra l - l ingu is t i c  approach,  they  wourd  f lnd  a l l ies  among
the many sociologists, anthropologists, and phi losophers of
language who reject trawr' uninterpreted experience, the inno_
cent €y€r the tabula rasa, and who insist,  conversely, on
the prlori ty of publ ic dJ.scourse, on sociarry constructed
rea l i t y ,  theory - laden da ta ,  the  

@,  and
so on. For his own part,  Lindbeck does not stop hri th arguing
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tha t  expe r i ence  i nva r l ab l y  has  a  shape ;  t ha t  i t  i s  a lways '

as  a  ma t t e r  o f  f ac t ,  pa t t e rned  and  p i geonho led  acco rd i ng  t o

s o m e  i n t e r p r e t i v e  s c h e m e '  T h a t  i n  i t s e l f  w o u l d  r a i s e  n o ' e y e -

b rows .  He  t akes  t he  f u r t he r  s t ep  o f  sugges t i ng  t ha t  whe re

the  app rop r i a te  l i ngu i s t i c  ca tego r i es  a re  l ack i ng '  no  de te rm in -

a te  expe r i ence  i s  poss ib l e '  I t  i s  no t  s imp l y  t ha t  members

o f  a  ce r t a i n  much -deba ted  t r i be '  whose  l anguage  has  no  sepa ra te

wo rds  co r respond ing  t o  ' b l ue t  and  t g reen "  do  no t  d i sc r im ina te

expe r i en t i a l l y  be th reen  co lo r s  i n  t he  way  Eng l i sh - speake rs

do .  L i ndbeck  i s  i nc l i ned  t o  t h i nk  t hey  canno t '  No r  i s  r e f i g i ous

expe r i ence  essen t ra l l y  d i f f e ren t ;  i t  t oo  depends  on  i nhe r i t ed

men ta l  equ ipmen t .  "The  sense  o f  t he  ho l y  o f  wh i ch  Rudo l -ph

Ot to  speaks  can  be  cons t rued " t  acco rd i ng  t o  L i ndbeck '  " as

the  t ac i t  o r  un thema t i c  a l t a reness  o f  app l y i ng  a  cu l t u ra l l y

a c g u i r e d  c o n c e p t  o f  t h e  h o l y  i n  a  g i v e n  s i t u a t i o n ' r  [ 3 8 ] '

So  much  f o r  t he  f eeJ - i ng  o f  abso lu te  dependence '  f o r  be ing

g rasped  by  u l t ima te  conce rn  - -  and  f o r  f a l l i ng  un res t r i c t ed l y

i n  l o v e .

I I

I t  w i ] ] .  i n t e res t  r eade rs  o f  t h i s  j ou rna l  t ha t  much  o f

The  Na tu re  o f  Doc t r i ne  f i r s t  t ook  shape  as  I ec tu res  i n  Gonzaga

U n i v e r s i t y ' s  S t -  M i c h a e l ' s  s e r i e s '  w h i c h  b e g a n  i n  1 9 7 2  w i t h

Lone rgan  
'  s  

'  Each  subsequen t

l ec tu re r  has  been  i - nv i . t ed  t o  engage  i n  conve rsa t i on  w i t h  h i s

p redecesso rs ,  and  a l t houqh  L i ndbeck  no tes  t ha t  " on1y  t r aces

rema in "  o f  h i s  own  response  t o  Lone rgan '  t he  t r aces  a re  s i gn i -

f i can t  enough  t o  t ake  no t i ce  o f  he re ,  espec ia l l y  as  com ing

f ro rn  one  o f  t he  ve ry  f ew  P ro tes tan t  t heo log ians  who  have  g i ven

Lone rgan ' s  wo rk  se r i ' ous  cons ide ra t i on  a t  a l I '  L i ndbeck  rdas

a s s e s s i n g  1 t s  e c u m e n i c a l -  p o s s i b i l i t i e s  a s  e a r l y  a s  t h e  1 9 7 0

Lone rgan  Cong ress  i n  F l o r i da ,  whe re  he  de l i ve red  a  pape r  t ha t

bea rs  on  h l s  pos i t i on  t oday ,  f o r  r easons  I  w i t l  r e t u rn  t o

i n  t he  nex t  sec t i on .  A t  t ha t  t ime ,  howeve r ,  t he  'Backg round '

chap te r s  o f  Me thod  i n  Theo loqv  had  ye t  t o  be  conp le ted '  and

i t  i s  one  o f  t hese '  t he  chap te r  on  re l i g i . on ,  t ha t  i s  g i ven

exp l i c i t  a t t en t i on  i n  The  Na tu re  o f  Doc t r i ne '  I n  f ac t '  Lone r -

g a n ' s  i s  t h e  t h e o r y  o f  r e l i g i o n  L i n d b e c k  p r e s e n t s  a s  t h e  f o i l

t o  h i s  o w n  c u l t u r a l - I i n g u i s t i c  m o d e l '

No t  t ha t  he  po r t r ays  Lone rgan  as  an  expe r  i  en t i a  I  - exp re  s -

s j - v i s t  pu r  sanq .  Me thod  i n  Theo loqy  i s  p resen ted  as  a  hyb r i d '

t h e  r e s u l - t  o f  a t t e m p t i n g  t o  m a t e  l i b e r a l i s m ' s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c
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emphasis on rel igious experience with the older, proposit ional-

ist emphasis on cognit ive truth. But since Lindbeck is not
convinced that such cross-breeding works i t  involves, in
his opinion, rrcomplicated inteLlectual gymnastics' i  that render
it  unpersuasive -- he prefers to subsume r two-dimensional r

approaches. including Lonergan's under proposit ion al ism or
experientia I  -expre s s iv i  sm according to circumstances [ 1 6_ 1 ?] ,
and fo r  purposes  o f  c la r i f y ing  the  cu l tu ra l - l ingu is t i c  mode l ,
i t  suff ices that what is most typicat of r i .beral theorogies
is also axiomatic for Lonergan, namely, that a core experience,
conscious though not ref lect i .very known, transculturalry con-
stant though variously symbolized, is what makes rel igions
r e l i g i o u s  [ 3 1 ] . 3  W h a t ,  t h e n ,  o f  L o n e r g a n r s  h i n t  t h a t  t h e  r o u t e r

wordr of tradit i .on can be, and for the bibl ical rel igions
is, sornething more and other than an objecti f icat ion of rel i-
gious experience? Lindbeck construes thj-s as meaning simply
that revelat ion provides what those who accept i t  take to
be a normative way of expressing the ' inner word' of grace.
Hence Lonergan, l ike Rahner, is committed to holding that
a I I  g race  is  the  grace o f  Chr is t ,  in  the  sense tha t  Chr is t
i-s "the only fulry and f inal ly appropriate objective correrate
o f  [ t h e ]  i n n e r  e x p e r i e n c e  o f  s a l v a t i o n "  [ 5 ? ] .

f t  may be that the need to say something about Lonergan
in the original lectures kept Lindbeck from picking a better
representative of experiential-expressi visrn; i t  may be that
h is  typo logy  i t se l f  i s  too  s lmp l is t i c ;  the  resu l t ,  in  any
case,  i s  soneth ing  ress  than an  accura te  assessment  o f  Loner -
gan's views. On the theoJ.ogical guestion of whether and in
what sense al l  grace is the grace of Christ -_ to rrrhich an
af f i rmat ive  anshrer  does  en ta i . l  pos i t ing  'anonymous chr is t iansr
or something equivarent there is no expl ici t  statenent
in  Lonerganrs  la te r  work ;  cer ta in ly  no t  in  Method,  wh ich  de_
riberately leaves open theological guestions as such. There
is, arguably, an implici t  ansrrrer, but not the one Lindbeck
suggests. That for Lonergan aI1 grace 1s the grace of God
i-s true enough; but as Frederick crowe has eraborated in sev-
eral papersr+ the dist inct ion Method draws between an 'outer,

and an  ' inner '  word  has  i t s  theo log ica l  counterpar t  in  Loner -
gan 's  Tr in i ta r ian  theory ,  spec i f i ca l l y  in  the  miss ions  o f
the Son and the Spir i t  respectively, and only the 1atter does
he ever identi fy wi-th operative grace. rt  remains a further
guestion whether the mission of the son adds anything, above
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and  beyond  a  poss ib l y  de f i n i t i ve  way  o f  t a l k i ng  abou t .  t he

m i s s i o n  o f  t h e  S p i r i t ;  b u t  h e r e  t h e  c l e a r e s t  i n d i c a t i o n s

o f  an  ans \ , / e r  appea r  no t  i n  Me thod ' s  chap te r  on  re l i g i on  bu t

i n  t h e  o n e  o n  d o c t r i n e s .

No  doub t  t hese  a re  r a the r  t echn i ca l  i s sues .  Ye t  on  t he i - r

r eso lu t i on  hangs  t he  f a r  f r om  i r r e l evan t  ques t i on  o f  how

Chr i s t i an  t heo log ians  shou ld  r ega rd  o the r  r e l i g i ous  t r ad i t i ons

a  p rob lem o f  sone  momen t  f o r  L i ndbeck .  H i s  own  way  o f

ans r r r e r i ng  i t  w i l I  come  up  i n  ano the r  connec t i on  beJ -ow ;  f o r

now, the poi-nt  to be noted is  that  j - f  h is reading of  Lonergan's

app roach  i s ,  as  f  have  sugges ted ,  w ide  o f  t he  mark ,  t he  reason

l i e s  i n  h i s  h a v i n g  t r e a t e d  a s  t h e  w h o l e  o f  M e t h o d ' s  ' t h e o r y '

o f  r e l i g i o n  w h a t  i s  r e a l l y  o n J - y  a  p a r t .  C e r t a i n l y  r e l i g t i o u s

expe r i ence  adds  a  spec i f i ca l l y  t heo loq i ca l  componen t  t o  Lone r -

g a n ' s  g e n e r a l i z e d  e m p i r i c a l  m e t h o d .  B u t  f o r  j u s t  t h a t  r e a s o n

the  exp lana to r y  con tex t  i n  wh i ch  chap te r  4  o f  Me thod  i n t r o -

d u c e s  r e l i g i o u s  e x p e r i e n c e  i s  a  s e t  o f  d i s t i n g u i s h e d  a n d

re la ted  ope ra t i ons  ques t i ons  t ha t  goes  back  t o  t he

f i r s t  chap te r  and  beyond  t ha t  t o  I ns i qh t .  And  ce r t a i n l y  r e l i g -

i ous  conve rs j - on ,  t he  ope ra t i on  o f  g race ,  I ays  t he  f ounda t i on

on  wh i ch  answers  t o  any  pa r t i cu l a r  ques t i on  abou t  God  make

s e n s e ;  t h a t  1 s  t h e  p o i n t  o f  P h i l o s o p h v  o f  G o d '  a n d  T h e o l o q v .

Ye t  i t  i s  by  no  means  t o  concede ,  as  L i ndbeck  wou ld  have

i t ,  t ha t  t he  expe r i ence  o f  su r rende r i ng  t o  an  un res t r i c t ed

love  "a l one  among  i nne r ,  nonsenso ry  expe r i ences  seems  t o

b e  p r i o r  t o  a I I  c o n c e p t u a l i z a t i o n  o r  c o g n i t i o n "  1 3 2 ) -  T h e

s a m e  i s  t r u e  o f  i n s i g h t .  T h e  p r i o r i t y  o f  t h e  a c t  o r  o p e r a t i o n

o f  u n d e r s t a n d i n g  t o  c o n c e p t u a l  a r t i c u f a t i o n  i s  p e r h a p s  t h e

mos t  pe rvas i ve  and  i r npo r t an t  t heme  i n  Lone rgan ' s  wo rk ,  f r om

the  Ve rbum a r t i c l es  t o  t he  econom ics  manusc r i p t ,  and  t he

one  wh i ch  i n  t he  l ong  run  d i s t i ngu i shes  h im  bo th  f r om expe r i -

e n t i a l - e x p r  e s s i v i s t s  a s  L i n d b e c k  c h a r a c t e r i z e s  t h e m  a n d  f r o m

L i n d b e c k ' s  o w n  c o n c e p t u a l i s m .

More  on  t ha t  p resen t l y .  He re  l e t  i t  be  adm i t t ed  t ha t

as  f a r  as  t he  ma in  a rgumen t  o f  The  Na tu re  o f  Doc t r i ne  goes

j - t  does  no t  ma t t e r  much  whe the r  Lone rgan  can  o r  canno t  p l ay

Sch le i e rmache r  t o  L i ndbeck rs  Ba r t h .  The re  a re  p l en t y  who

can .  And  desp i t e  h i s  d i sag reemen t  w i t h  wha t  he  t akes  t o  be

Lone rgan ' s  concess ion  t o  l i be ra l i sm  as  rega rds  t he  na tu re

o f  r e l i g i o n ,  L i n d b e c k  f i n d s  h i m s e l f  a g r e e i n g  w i t h  h i m ,  a t

r  ̂ ^ ^ +  i -  - - ' f  ^ -  t h e  n a t u r e  o f  d O C t r i n e .I s d s  L  r r r  [ J a !  L  ,  v r r
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I I I

Doctr ines of the kind Lonergan cal ls church doctr inest

as dist inct from the teachings of this or that theologian,

are the chief concern of Lindbeckrs book. As I have already

mentioned, he argues that they function regulat ively. Dogma

stands to Christ ianity as grammar stands to language: direct ly,

i t  governs  the  l ingu is t i c  behav io r  o f  Chr is t ians ;  ind i rec t l y ,

i t  there fore  shapes Chr is t ian  persona l i t y ,  iden t i t y ,  and com-

muni ty .

There  is  reason to  th ink  tha t  th is  aspec t  o f  L indbeckrs

theory has been inf luenced to some extent by his engagement

with Lonerganrs work. In his paper for the Florida congress

L indbeck  se t  h imse l f  the  gues t ion  whether  Ins iqh t ' s  cogn i t iona l

theory is "confessional ly neutralr '  and consequently open to

adoption by a theologian conmitted to remaining "dogmatical ly
a Protestant.t t  The ansvrer, he argued, depends on whether Loner-

gan's posit ion reguires that dogmatic development be regarded

as irreversible in a sense that would confl ict with the glg

scriptura principle of the Reformation. To this further ques-

t ion the paper repl ied with a somewhat hesitant no: Lonerganrs

interpretat ion of doctr ines such as those framed at the coun-

c i l s  o f  N icea and Cha lcedon "makes them fa r  more  t fo rmal ,

and therefore less cultural ly condit ioned than most historians

have supposed they werer" so that even i f  they do represent

an "unrepealabJ.e advance in understanding'r they do i t  , tby

ident i f y ing  fo rmal  ru les  o f  r igh t  be l ie f  and speech"  - -  no t ,

or at least not necessari ly, by replacing the content of
sc r ip tu re .  s

Fifteen years have passed, and The Nature of Doctr ine
shows that Lindbeck would now approach these issues somewhat
d i f fe ren t ly .  Scr ip tu re  versus  deve lopment  o f  doc t r ine  no  longer
prov ides  the  s ta r t ing  po in t  fo r  h is  ecunen ica l  inqu i r ies ,
part ly because he has come to regard the scripture principle

i tse l f  as  a  fo rmal  and so ,  poss ib ly  a  d ispensab le  ru le .  L ike
the  c lass ica l  Catho l i c  doc t r ine  o f  the  church 's  teach ing  au-
thor i t y ,  c lass ica l  Pro tes tan t ismrs  so la  scr ip tu ra  has  the
regu la t i ve  func t ion  o f  spec i fy ing  where  r igh t  doc t r ine  is
to be found. But rules that are appropriate and even necessary
in one set of circumstances may not be so in othersi moreover,
a  cuLtura l - l ingu is t i c  v iew o f  re l ig ion  suggests  tha t  i ssues
regarding Christ ian doctr ine ought to be referred neither
to scripture nor to an inst i tut ional magisterium but to the
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who le  commun i t y  o f  t hose  v tho  compe ten t l y  speak  Ch r i s t i an i t y ' s

l anguage :  l ex  o rand i  l ex  c redend i .  And  t hough  such  an  appea l

has  been  imposs ib l e  a t  l eas t  s i nce  t he  s i x t een th  cen tu r y ,

i t  i s  n o t  i m p o s s i b l e  i n  p r i n c i p l e .  A  r e u n i t e d  c h u r c h  m i g h t

acknow ledge  t he  sensus  f i de l i um  as  i t s  doc t r i na l  f o rm ,  i n

wh i ch  case  any  doc t r j - ne  t ha t  ' 1oca l - i zes '  doc t r i na l  au tho r i t y ,

whe the r  j - n  sc r i p t u re  o r  i n  an  ecc fes i a l  o f f i ce ,  wou ld  i n

e f f ec t  be  supe rseded .

Th i s  app roach  t o  one  no to r i ous  ecumen i ca l  impasse  su9 -

ges t s  t ha t  i f  L i ndbeck  f o rmer l y  had  m isg i v i ngs  abou t  Lone r -

g a n t s  w a y  o f  c o n s t r u i n g  a t  l e a s t  s o r n e  d o g m a s  a s  ' f o r m a l  r u l e s

o f  r i q h t  b e l j . e f  a n d  s p e e c h r '  h e  h a s  t h e m  n o  I o n g e r .  T h a t ,

acco rd i ng  t o  The  Na tu re  o f  Doc t r i ne ,  i s  how  chu rch  doc t r i nes

a re  t o  be  cons t rued  r i gh t  ac ross  t he  boa rd .  Such  a  p roposa l

needs  t es t i ng ,  howeve r ,  and  be fo re  see ing  whe the r  i t  i l l um in -

a t e s  t h e  f u r t h e r  e c u m e n i c a l  d i f f i c u l t i e s  p o s e d  b y  t h e  M a r i a n

a n d  i n f a l l i b j - l i t y  d o g m a s ,  L i n d b e c k  t u r n s  t o  t h e  c l a s s i c a l

doc t r i nes  o f  t he  T r i n i t y  and  t he  rnca rna t i on .  As  m i . gh t  be

expec ted  j . n  l i gh t  o f  h i s  ea r l i e r  pape r ,  he  accep t s  t he  a rgu -

m e n t  t h a t  t h e  o n l y  h e l l e n i z a t i o n  o f  C h r i s t i a n i t y  a t  t h e  e a r l y

counc i l s  cons i s t ed  i n  I ea rn j - ng  f r om Greek  cu l t u re  t he  t ech -

n i que  o f  ope ra t i ng  on  p ropos i t i ons ,  no t  i n  impo r t i ng  who lesa le

a n  a L i e n  m e t a p h y s i c a l  p h i l o s o p h y .  C i t i n g  A t h a n a s i u s ' s  e x p l a n a -

t i o n  o f  c o n s u b s t a n t i a l i t y  a s  m e a n i n g  t h a t  w h a t  i s  s a i d  o f

t h e  F a t h e r  i s  s a i d  o f  t h e  S o n  a s  w e 1 1 ,  t h e  n a m e  ' F a t h e r '

excep ted ,  L i ndbeck  w r i t es  t ha t  " t he  t heo log lan  mos t  r espon -

s i b l - e  f o r  t he  t r i umph  o f  N i caea  t hough t  o f  i t '  no t  as  a  f i r s t -

o rde r  p ropos i t i on  w i t h  on to l og i ca l  r e fe rence ,  bu t  as  a  second -

o r d e r  r u l e  o f  s p e e c h "  t 9 4 1 .  T o  a c c e p t  t h e  N i c e n e  d e c r e e ,

t hen ,  i s  t o  adop t  a  manne r  o f  speak ing ,  bu t  t he  t e rm ino logy

o f  t he  dec ree  i s  i t se l - f  ne i t he r  he re  no r  t he re .  I f  ' consub -

s tan t i a l '  we re  t o  van i sh  f r om Ch r i s t i an  p reach ing  and  devo t i on ,

t h e y  m i g h t  s t i l l  r e t a i n  i t s  m e a n i n g ,  s o  l o n g  a s  t h e  l i n g u i s t L c

ru l e  f o r  wh i ch  t he  wo rd  o r i g i na l l y  s t ood  con t i nued  t o  be

obse rved .

A I I  o f  t h i s  sounds  so  much  l i ke  Lone rgan  t ha t  one  wonde rs

why ,  e l sewhe re  i n  The  Na tu re  o f  Doc t r i ne ,  he  i s  numbered

a m o n g  t h e  e x p e r i e n t i a l - e x p r e s s i v i s t s  r a t h e r  t h a n  e n l i s t e d

a s  a  s u p p o r t e r  o f  p o s t l i b e r a l i s m .  L i n d b e c k  i s  i n  f a c t  d r a w i n g

h e r e  o n  t h e  o t h e r  h a l f  o f  L o n e r g a n r s  ' h y b r i d '  p o s i t i o n ,  b u t

even  so  t he  resemb ] -ance  be t l r r een  t he i r  i n t e rp re ta t i ons  o f

t he  ea r l y  counc i l s  does  no t  r un  ve ry  deep ,  even  on  t he  mean ing
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of  A thanas iusrs  ru le .  I t  i s  t rue  tha t  the  ru le  can be  genera l -

ized, and was, to cover everything Christ lans should say and

believe about the Father and the Son. Athanaslus, however,

f irst presented i t  as a way of summing up what scripture does

say: the meaning of rconsubstantialt  is the same as lrhat can

be gathered by comparing t lro sets of scriptural quotations,

namely that the same things are said about Father and Son

alike. But i f  the rule as orj .ginal ly formulated is thus an

implici t  and heurist ic stat,enent of what i t  is that scripture

s ta tes ,  the  gues t ion  is  whether  sc r ip tu re  i t se l f  s ta tes  any-

th ing ,  d i rec t l y  and exp l i c i t l y .  in  the  f i rs t  p lace .  And wh i le

there is no reason to suppose that Athanasius himself thought

o f  sc r ip tu re  in  te rms o f  'on to log ica l  re fe rencer r  there  is

every reason to surmise that he and his opponents al ike were
none the less committed to what Lonergan in The Wav to Nicea

ca l ls  t the  word  as  t rue . t  Had they  no t  been,  i t  i s  hard  to
see hohr their argument could have proceeded along the l ines
i t  d i d .

Lindbeck, however, for reasons I wi l l  come to presently,

is extremely reluctant to altow that what he cal ls proposit ion-

al ism and Lonergan cal ls dogmatic real isn was at vrork in the
development of early conci l iar dogma. As presented in The
Nature of Doctr ine, the way to Nicea was a process by which
three  r regu la t i ve  p r inc ip lesr  - -  tha t  there  is  one God,  tha t
the man Jesus real ly l ived and died, and that every possible
importance is to be ascribed to Jesus were adjusted to
each o ther  so  as  to  a l low Chr is t ian  d iscourse  to  fo l low a l l
th ree  a t  once [94-95 ] .  Thus ,  j .n  L indbeckrs  v iew,  what  rconsub-

s tan t ia l '  s tands  fo r ,  as  in te rpre ted  by  Athanas iusrs  fo rmula ,
is less a proposit ion about proposit ions, themselves regarded
as true, than i t  is a rule about rules. t{hi le he agrees with
Lonergan in that the Nicene decree, l ike the other early
Christological doctr ines, is an indirect mediat ion of meaning,
he contends that the neaning i t  mediates is what Lonergan
would cal l  consti tut ive, not cognit ive, meaning. Nicea may
permit a certaj.n range of truth claims: i t  does not encouralre
such claims. and certainly i t  makes none of i ts own.

Since the novelty of The Nature of Doctr ine l ies in i ts
proposal that al l  church doctr ines are to be included under
the rubric of second-order regulat ive principles I1gl,  i t
is worth asking what sort of truth claims i t  is possible for
christian language, thus regulated, to make. Ftcrn the elperientiar-
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exp ress i v i . s t  s t andpo in t ,  obv ious l y ,  t r u t h  i n  t he  sense  o f

co r respondence  t o  r ea l i t y  i s  no t  even  l n  t he  runn ing r '  and

p ropos i t i on  a l i s t s ,  whe the r  f undamen ta l i s t  P ro tes tan t s  o r  t r ad i -

t i ona l i s t  Roman  Ca tho l i c s ,  wou ld  p robab l y  i ns i s t  t ha t  ' t r u t h '

i n  any  o the r  sense  i s  no  t r u th  a t  a l l -  L i ndbeck  endeavo rs

to  keep  t he  bes t  o f  bo th  wo r l ds  by  op t i ng  f o r  a  so r t  o f  non -

on to l og i ca l  co r respondence  t heo ry .  I n  t he  f l r s t  pJ ' ace ,  he

a rgues ,  chu rch  doc t r i nes  i n  t hemse l ves  make  I  i n t r asys tema t i c  
'

t r u t h - c l a ims  on l y .  They  f unc t i on  en t i r e l y  w i t h i n  t he  re l i g i on

- -  t ha t  j - s ,  t he  l angauge  - -  f o r  wh i ch  t hey  supp l y  t he  g rammar '

I f  any th i ng  can  be  t hough t  o f  as  ' co r respond ing '  t o  r ea l i t y ,

i t  i s  t he  comp le te  sys tem o f  wo rds  and  ru l es  t oge the r '  As

i n  na tu ra l  s c i ence  (acco rd i ng  t o  Lone rqan )  a  sys tem o f  i n t e r -

I ock i ng  co r re l a t i ons  and  l aws ,  no t  t h i s  o r  t ha t  pa r t i cu l a r

l aw  o r  co r re l a t i on ,  i s  wha t  exp resses  i n t e l l i g i b i l i t y  t ha t

c a n  b e  j u d g e d  t r u e  o r  f a l s e ,  s o  o n  L i n d b e c k ' s  v i e w  " a  r e l i g i o n

though t  o f  as  comparab le  t o  a  cu l t u ra l  s ys tem,  a  se t  o f  l an -

guage  games  co r re l a ted  w i t h  a  f o rm  o f  l j - f e ,  may  as  a  who le

co r respond  o r  no t  co r respond  t o  wha t  a  t he i s t  ca l I s  God rs

b e i n g  a n d  w i l l "  [ 5 1 ] .

The re  i s  much  t o  be  sa id  f o r  t h i s  aspec t  o f  L i ndbeck rs

pos i t i on .  I t  i s  vas t l y  p re fe rab le  t o  suppos ing  t ha t  t he  Apos -

t l - e s '  C r e e d ,  S d Y ,  c a n  b e  t a k e n  t o  p i e c e s  a n d  r v e r i f i e d r  ( o r

' f a l s i f i e d ' )  a r t i c l e  b y  a r t i c l e .  B u t  i f  T h e  N a t u r e  o f  D o c t r i n e

i s  r i gh t ,  i n  t he  second  p l ace ,  any  co r respondence  t he re  happens

to  be  be t$ reen  human  re l i g i on  and  d i v i ne  rea l i t y  w i I I  be  a

pe r f o rma t i ve  r a the r  t han  an  on to l og i ca l  co r respondence .  To

u s e  L i n d b e c k ' s  s i m i l e ,  r e l i g i o n s  a r e  I i k e  m a p s .  T h e y  c o n v e y

know-how ,  no t  know ledge ;  d i r ec t i ons .  no t  t opog raphy .  Hence

they  become  t r ue  asse r t i ons  i n  so  f a r  as  t hey  a re  used  t o

ge t  somewhere .  Bas i c  u t t e rances ,  such  as  t Jesus  i s  Lo rd '  and

the  t h ree  regu la t i ve  p r i nc i p l es  o f  Ch r i s t o l ogy  men t i oned  above ,

a re  f andmarks  t o  gu ide  t he  Ch r i s t i an  p i l g r image ;  c reeds ,  v t h i ch

a re  u t t e rances  abou t  t hese  u t t e rances ,  t e11  p i l g r ims  how  to

take  t he i r  bea r i ngs i  t heo log ians ,  t o  conp le te  t he  p i c t u re ,

make  up  a  so r t  o f  t r ave l "  bu reau .  Wha t  t he  des t i na t i on  m igh t

be ,  whe the r  i t  i s  one  o r  many  - -  t hese  d i f f i cu l t  bu t  i nescap -

ab le  ques t i ons  had  bes t  be  pos tponed  t o  t he  nex t  sec t i on -

The  impo r tan t  t h i ng  j us t  no \d  i s  t ha t  doc t r i nes ,  cons t rued

as  ru l es  abou t  r u l es '  a re  mo re  app rop r i a teJ - y  obeyed  t han  i n t e r -

p re ted  o r  t r ans la ted .  L i ndbeck  cons ide rs  t ha t  ' r l anguage  i d l es

w i t hou t  do ing  any  wo rk "  when  sys tema t i c  t heo logy  i s  t aken ,
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as these days i t  general ly is, to be the more or less specula-
t ive reinterpretat ion of whatever doctr ines a given theologian
deems authoritat ive. rn his own proposal, on the other hand,

"the gears mesh with real i ty and theological ref lect ion on
doctr ine becomes direct ly relevant to the praxis of the church,,
t l071 -- the church being that community which is consti tuted
in part by the pragmatical ly interpretive system within which
theo log ians  do  the i r  re f lec t ing .

The cartographic image only goes so far, but to speak
of pi lgr image does suggest that Christ ian l iving has a narra_
tive shape. Persons and communit ies l ive by l iving out some
more or less coherent story, and frorn this i t  would fol low
that  to  be  a  Chr is t ian  is  no t ,  in  the  f i rs t  ins tance,  to  sub_
scribe to certain creedal assert ions but rather to conform
oneself with whatever story i t  is that creeds and other doc-
tr ines tel l  the church how to tel l .  For Lindbeck, whose argu_
ment runs along these l ines, christ ianity has the narrat ive
shape of the Bible. The intrasystematic truth with which
christ ian theologians are concerned therefore coincides with
what he cal ls intratextual meaning: "theorogy redescribes
real i ty within the scripturar framework rather than translat i .ng
Scr ip tu re  in to  ex t rascr ip tu ra l  ca tegor ies .  I t  i s  the  tex t ,
so to speak, which absorbs the world, rather than the world
the  tex t ' r  I11B l .  That  i s  why  L indbeck  is  chary  o f  cogn i t i ve ,
proposit ional meaning: what the Bible does, not what i t  says
-- praxis, not theoria -- is the sum and substance of cfrristianity.

Broadly speaking, then, the complement to a cultural_
l ingu is t i c  moder  o f  re r ig ion  is  a  'nar ra t i ver  theo logy .  L ind-
beck admits that theology in a narrat ive mode is something
that many have calred for but few have chosen, and that conse-
quentry i t  remains to be seen just how a postl iberal dogmatics
might proceed. presumably, however, one of i ts effects vrould
be a much-needed bridging of the chasm that has rong separated
systematic theologians fron those whose specialty is scripture.
Thus i t  is of some interest to f ind that at least one bibricar
scholar has already responded from the other side of the chasm
--Lindbeckrs colreague Brevard chi lds, who has included an
excursus on The Nature of Doctr ine in his recent book The
N e v r T e s t a r n e n t a s C a n o n .

chi lds has been arguing for sone t ime that the 'canonical

shape' of individual books and of the Bible as a whole is
the relevant context for lnterpreting scri .pture as scripture--

6 1
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a  t h e s i s  c o n g r u e n t ,  o n  t h e  f a c e  o f  i t ,  w i t h  L i n d b e c k ' s  e m p h a s i s

on  i n t r a tex tua l  mean ing .  Ch i l ds ,  howeve r ,  desp i t e  a  measu re

o f  ag reemen t ,  conc ludes  t ha t  The  Na tu re  o f  Doc t r i ne  does  I ess

t h a n  f u I I  j u s t i c e  t o  t h e  n a t u r e  o f  s c r i p t u r e '  B e s i d e s  a  r e g u -

I a t i ve  mean ing ,  wh i ch  he  f u l l y  acknow ledges ,  t he  B ib l e  has

bo th  an  expe r i en t i a l  and  a  cogn i t i ve  d imens ion '  As  t o  t he

fo rmer ,  "How  can  one  unde rs tand  t he  Psa fms  apa r t  f r om  the

e x p e r i e n c e  o f  G o d , s  f o r g j - v e n e s s ? t t 1  a s  t o  t h e  l a t t e r ,  " c h r i s t -

i ans  have  a lways  unde rs tood  t ha t  \ ' , e  a re  saved ,  no t  by  t he

b ib l i ca l -  t ex t ,  bu t  by  t he  l i f e ,  dea th ,  and  resu r rec t i on  o f

Jesus  ch r i s t  who  en te red  l n t o  t he  wo r l d  o f  t ime  space . "  Tha t

t he  on l y  canon j . ca l  f unc t i on  o f  t h i s  be l i e f  i s  t o  exho r t  Ch r i s t -

i ans  t o  behave  as  i f  t hey  we re  saved ,  Ch i l ds  f o r  one  canno t

accep t .  When  eve ry  a l l owance  has  been  made  f o r  t he  c rudeness

o f  t he  r " t ay  i n  wh i ch  t he  En l i gh tenmen t  co l l apsed  na r ra t i ve

mean ing  t o  h i s t o r i ca l  r e fe rence ,  i t  r ema ins  t ha t  t t t he  Ne r . t

Tes tamen t  bea rs  w i t ness  t o  r ea l i t i e s  ou t s i de  i t se l f . " 6  A thana -

s i us  wou ld  Pe rhaps  ag ree -

Y e t  C h i l d s ' s  o b j e c t i o n s ,  s i g n i f i c a n t  t h o u g h  t h e y  a r e ,

do  no t  ge t  a t  t he  roo t s  o f  L i - ndbeck ' s  pos i t i on ,  f r om  wh i ch

i t  wou ld  be  qu i t e  poss ib l e  t o  coun te r  t hem '  O r  co -op t  t hem,

ra the r ,  f o r  wha t  The  Na tu re  o f  Doc t r i ne  ca I I s  i nse r t i ng  t he

wor l d  i n t o  t he  b i b l - i ca l  s t o r y  i s  an  e l as t i c  p rocedu re '  I t

can  be  s t r e t ched  t o  i nc fude  no t  on l y  Augus t i ne  (an  obv ious

cand ida te )  bu t  a l so  "an  appa ren t  p ropos i t i on  a I i s t ,  such  as

Aqu r -nas ,  o r  an  undoub ted  expe r i en t i a  I - exp ress i v i s t ,  such  as

S c h l e i e r m a c h e r "  1 1 2 3 i  c p .  1 1 ' 1 1 .  w h a t  i s  m o r e ,  L i n d b e c k  d o e s

no t  t h i nk  t ha t  , ' t he  modes t  cogn i t i v i sm  o r  p ropos i t i - ona l " i sm

rep resen ted  by  a t  l eas t  some  c fass i ca l  t he i s t s ,  o f  whom Aqu inas

i s  a  good  examp le "  i s  necessa r i l y  exc l uded  - -  t hough  ce r t a i n l y

i t  i s  no t  imp l i ed  - -  by  t he  t heo ry  o f  r e l i g i on  and  doc t r i ne

he  se t s  ou t .  A  cu l t u ra l - - l i ngu i s t i c  unde rs tand ing  o f  r e l i g i ons ,

i t  wou ld  seem,  i s  capab le  o f  embrac ing  j us t  abou t  eve ry th i ng

tha t  goes  bY  t he  name  o f  t heo logY .

Bu t  t ha t  cu t s  bo th  r ^ t ays .  Augus t i ne ,  Thomas ,  and  even

Sch le i e rmache r ,  no t  t o  men t i on  L i ndbeck  h imse l f ,  s t and  p re t t y

squa re l y  i n  t he  rna j_n  s t r eam o f  ch r i s t i an  t hough t .  Ye t  t he re

does  no t  seem to  be  any th j - ng  t o  s t op  cu l t u ra l - I i ngu i s t i c  f oun -

da t i ons  f r om be ing  used  i n  a  l ess  o r t hodox  nanne r .  They  have ,

i n  f ac t ,  been  so  used .  Go rdon  Kau fman  f uJ - l y  accep t s  t he  p r i -

o r i t y  o f  l anguage  summed  up  i - n  W i t t gens te i n ' s  apho r i sm  abou t

" t heo logy  as  g rammar , t '  bu t  h i s  own  p ro l egomena  t o  any  f u tu re
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theological endeavor offers a program so constructive, so
thoroughly cut loose, that is, from doctr inal authority, that
i t  is hard to see why Christ is included among the symbols
to be reconstructed.T Then there is Don Cupitt ,  who l ikewise
has no doubt that interpretive categories generate rel igious
experience, not vice versa, and who presents a theology with
a clearly narrat ive shape -- the shape of the prometheus story,
or possibly of Also Sprach Zarathustra.s Since Lindbeck makes
it clear that The Nature of Doctr ine is not a theological
performance but a framework for discussion, i t  is beside the
point whether or not he would himself f ind either of these
examples congenial.  They do suggest that so protean a model
as the one he advocates is worth further scrut iny.

IV

L indbeckrs  i s  no t ,  in  h is  o t rn  es t imat ion ,  a  ' theo log ica l l y

neut raL '  pos i t ion .  r t  exc ludes  what  i t  cannot  ass imi ra te  f rom
the other two models he discusses. He does hold that i t  is
bo th  doc t r ina l l y  and re l ig ious ly  neut ra l ,  however ,  in  the
sense that accepting i t  would entai l  no conmitment either
to  a  par t i cu la r  re l ig ious  language or r  w i th in  any  o f  those
languages,  to  a  par t i cu la r  doc t r ina l  g rammar .  ye t  i t  i s  man i_
fes t ly  no t  a  ph iJ .osoph ica l l y  neut ra l  pos i t ion ,  and keep ing
theology out of phi losophy is as nearly i-mpossibre as, notor-
ious ly ,  keep ing  ph i losophy ou t  o f  theo logy  is .  Indeed,  i t
courd  be  argued on  the  bas is  o f  L indbeckrs  theory  o f  re l ig ion
that the theory i tself  must have been shaped by some theorogi-
ca l  t rad i - t ion-  wh ich ,  in  fac t ,  i t  has .  The Nature  o f  Doc t r ine
acknowledges a number of proximate i .nf luences, notabry Barth
and w i t tgens te in ,  bu t  i t  bears  a1 l  the  marks  o f  a  more  d is tan t
and perhaps more estimable r ineage: Luther as phi losophized
by  Kant .  Not  a l l  o f  Lu ther ,  perhaps .  Lu ther  in  th is  case is
the Luther associated with the verbum externum, the preached
word that comes from without; with sola f ide, provided that
f ides  is  cons t rued no t  exper ien t ia l l y  bu t  as  f ides  ex  aud i tu ;
with scriptura sui ipsius interpres, scripture the interpreter
of scripture -- and, for Lindbeck, of everything else; even,
i t  seens, the Luther of imputed rather than imparted grace
t601.  As  fo r  Kant ,  i t  i s  more  the  Kant  o f  the  second than
of the f irst Crit ique who makes his presence feIt ,  albeit
with modif icat ions. Doctr i"nes resemble his categorical impera-
t ive inasmuch as they are rules about rules, but dif fer

6 3
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inasmuch  as  t hey  a re  no t  ca tego r i ca l l  because  t he i r  a  p r i o r i

s t a tus  i s  cu l t u ra l l y  g i ven  ra the r  t han  l og i ca l l y  deduced '

t hey  a re  no t  necessa ry  bu t  on l y  con t i ngen t '

Th i s  l as t  i s  t he  c ruc i a l  po i n t '  Chu rch  doc t r i nes  f o r

Lindbeck are not  cont ingent j 'n  the sense that  they change;

that  would v i t iate the ecumenical  advantages of  h is ru le theory '

A  d i s t i nc t i on  be t r r r een  "ab id i ng  doc t r i na l  g rammar  and  va r i ab le

t h e o l o g i c a l  v o c a b u L a r y "  [ 1 ' 1 3 ]  i s  t h e  v e r y  t h i n g  t h a t  a l l o w s

h im  to  a t t r i bu te  a t  l eas t  a  cond i t i ona l  pe rmanence  and  even

in fa l l i b i l i t y  t o  dogma  w i t hou t  commi t t i ng  h imse l f  t o  a  p ropo -

s i t i ona l  v i ew  o f  i t s  mean ing .  Doc t r i nes  a re ,  howeve r ,  con t i n -

gent  in the sense that  whi le the conceptual  and symbol ic  f rame-

vrorks of  language which doctr ines regulate are the necessary

cond i t i ons  o f  t he  poss ib i l i t y  o f  r e l i g i ous  expe r i ence  and

behav io r ,  t he re  i s  no  necess i t y  a t t ached  t o  becom ing  re l i g i ous

in  t he  f i r s t  p l ace .  O the r  wo r l dv i ews ,  o the r  a l I - encompass rn9

na r ra t i ve  l anguages ,  a re  ava i l ab l e ,  f o r  t he  pu rpose  o f  be -

stowj ,ng coherence,  meaning,  and value on human existence as

a  who le .  Soc ia l  s c i en t i s t s ,  o f  cou rse ,  have  been  say ing  as

much for  so lonq that  i t  scarcely needs to be saj 'd '  when socio-

I og i ca l  f ac t  i s  e l eva ted  t o  t he  s ta tus  o f  ep i s t emo log i ca l

t heo ry ,  howeve r ,  p rob lems  beg in  t o  a r i se '

They  a r i se  a t  seve ra l  p l aces  i n  The  Na tu re  o f  Doc t r i ne '

nowhe re  more  c l ea r l y  t han  i n  i t s  t r ea tmen t  o f  l n t e r re l i g i ous

d ia l ogue .  He re  expe r i en t i a l - exp ress i v i sm  m igh t  see rn  t o  have

a  c l ea r  advan tage ,  i n  t ha t  i t  o f f e r s  Ch r i s t i ans  a  way  o f  unde r -

s tand ing  how  sa l va t i on  can  be  un i ve r sa l l  nhe reas  t o  i ns i s t

w i t h  L i ndbeck  on  f i des  ex  aud i t u  appea rs  t o  r u l e  ou t  t he  poss i -

b i l i t y  o f  sav i ng  be l i e f  on  t he  pa r t  o f  anyone  who  does  no t

happen  t o  be  conve rsan t  w i t h  t ha t  cu l t u ra l  a  p r i o r i  wh i ch

i s  t he  l anguage  o f  Ch r i s t i an  r e l i g i on '  L i ndbeck  adm i t s  t he

d i f f i cu l t y .  I n  o rde r  t o  pa l l i a t e  i t  he  makes  sa l va t i on  a  who l l y

f u tu re ,  escha to l og i ca l  cond i t i on ,  so  t ha t  i n  compar i son  w i t h

wha t  l j , e s  ahead ,  eve ryone ,  Ch r i s t i an  o r  no t ,  i s  a  t odd le r

j us t  beg inn ing  t o  unde rs tand  wha t  wo rds  mean '  I t  may  t u rn

ou t  t ha t  on l y  one  l anguage  i s  spoken  i n  heaven t  as  i t  we re ;

bu t  wh i ch  o f  us  i s  speak ing  i t  now ,  wh i l e  we  a re  ye t  p i l g r ims

wa l k i ng  by  f a i t h  no t  by  s i gh t ,  we  s imp l y  canno t  t e l l '  I n  t h i s

p resen t  I i f e ,  t he re fo re ,  Ch r i s t i ans  can  and  shou ld  abandon

p re ten t i ousness  and  impe r i a l i sm  as  rega rds  o the r  r e l i g i ons '

yet  they need not  abandon the regulat ive pr incip le that  b ids

t h e m  s p e a k  o f  s a l v a t i o n  t h r o u g h  C h r i s t  a l o n e  [ 5 9 - 6 1 ] '
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what makes this a less than satisfactory maneuver is
not Lindbeck's adrnit tedry speculat ive sorution -- though whe-
ther i t  does more than deny that a solut ion can be had is
doubtfur -- so much as the way he defends i t  against a possibre
ob jec t ion .  H is  cu l tu rar - r . ingu is t i c  a r te rna t ive  to  anonymous
Chr is t ian i ty ,  based as  i t  i s  upon someth ing  l i ke  the  t rad i_
t ional doctr ines of immortal i ty and judgment after death (one
th inks  aga in  o f  the  Cr i t ique  o f  p rac t ica l  Reason)  ,  i s  ap t
to seem rrmythological 

or unreal to those who think science
or phi losophy makes i t  i rnpossible to aff irm a temporal ly and
ob jec t ive ly  fu tu re  eschaton , '  1 ,62) .  Th is  wou ld  seem to  ca l ,L
for some cornment as to how it  is possible to aff irm such an
eschato logy i  some conversa t ion ,  tha t  i s ,  w i th  ph i losophy or
science or both. perhaps because that would be too much Like
l- iberal apologetics, Li.ndbeck is content to reply with a tu
quoque:  the  anonymous-Chr is t ian  so lu t ion  o f  1J-bera l i sm,  he
counters ,  i s  i t se l f  thorough ly  mytho log ica l  and unrea.L to
those who share  h is  own cu l tu ra l_ I ingu is t i c  s tance.  In  any
case,  myth ic  nar ra t i ve  i s  an  inerad icab le  e lement  o f  a r l  re -
l ig ion ,  and hence the  score  is  t ied ;  wh ich  myth  you pre fer ,
i f  e i ther ,  i s  no t  go ing  to  depend on  sc ience or  ph i losophy,
but on what your socialJ.y-co nstructed world al1ows you to
accept  as  p laus ib le .

Fair enough. Everyone does r ive in a worrd of inherlted
meanlngs, and what counts as real does depend on ranguage
in the broad sense for everyday purposes, at least, and
perhaps  even fo r  most  in teLLec tua l  ones .  Never the less ,  one
may ask whether these worded worlds are ever artered or ex-
panded; whether i t  is possible for the same person, at the
same t ime, to play both the Christ ian language game and some
other onei whether any sort of transit ion can be made from
one contingent, cuLtural a priori  to another. That Lindbeck,s
ans l re r  wou ld  be  no  is  imp l ic i t  in  h is  verd ic t  on  r ibera l i sm,s
usual aporogetic strategy. Theorogy as translat ion does not
work, and cannot, because there is no supral inguist ic stand_
point from which to assess the eguivalence of dif ferent expres_
s ions  tha t  (supposed ly )  re fe r  to  the  same rea l i t y .  To  be  sure ,
rel igious tradit ions do change. They change because anomaries
appear in rel igious praxis; one such anomaly, in the contempor_
ary praxis of ecumenism, prompted Lindbeck to write The Nature
of Doctr ine i tself  by way of groundwork for a further book
on specif ic christ ian doctr inal agreements and disagreements [g].
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Pragma t i c  anoma l i es ,  i n  t u rn ,  r esu l t  f r om  
t ' t he  i n t e rac t i on

o f  a  cu l t u ra l - J - i ngu i s t i c  sys tem wr th  chang ing  s i t ua t i ons "

1391 .  Bu t  t ha t  on l y  pushes  t he  ques t i on  one  s tep  back :  t . r hy

do  t s i t ua t i ons r  chanqe?  A re  t hey ,  somehow,  i ndependen t  o f

t he  rea l i t y  t ha t  has  a l r eady  been  soc i - a1 l y  cons t ruc ted?  I f

t hey  a re ,  p resu rnab l y  t hey  wou ld  9o  unno t i ced ,  l i ke  t he  d i f f e r -

ence between blue and green in the example ment ioned ear l ier ;

i f  no t ,  p resumab l y  t he re  i s  no  ca l l  f o r  ad jus t i ng  t he  i n t e r -

p re t i ve  sys tem as  i t  s t ands .

Faced wi th such a paradox as th is,  some have argued that

h i s t o r i c a L c h a n g e s  o f  t h e  k i n d  n o w  r e f e r r e d  t o  a s  p a r a d i g m

sh i f t s  a re  s imp l y  i I l og i ca l  and ,  i n  t ha t  sense '  i r r a t i ona l '

Ci t ing T.  S.  Kuhn, among others,  L i rdbeck hjmsel f  accepts the

imposs ib i l i t y  o f  a  t heo re t i ca l  c r i t e r i on  f o r  dec id i ng  be t l " een

compe t i ng  pa rad igms .  Neve r t he less  t he re  a re ,  he  subm i t s '  i den -

t i - f i ab l - e  c r i t e r i a ,  consonan t  w i t h  a  non -on to l og i ca l  co r res -

pondence  t heo ry  o f  t r u t h ,  f o r  mak ing  such  dec i s i ons :  t ha t

pa rad igm w i I I  even tua l l y  be  accep ted  wh i ch  bes t  exh ib i t s  p rag -

ma t i c  f r u i t f u l ness .  Th i s  i s  as  c l ose  t o  t r u th  as  we  can  ge t '

Rea l i t y ,  na tu ra l  o r  supe rna tu ra l ,  i s  an  i ncomprehens ib l e  t h l ng -

i n - i t se l f ;  i t  canno t  be  known ,  bu t  i t  can  be  t a l ked  abou t '

and  t he  t a t k  i s  ' t r ue '  i n  so  f a r  as  i t  i s  use fu l '  Ye t  t he

pa radox  canno t  be  d i spe l J -ed  so  eas i l y .  On  one  hand ,  t o  r e tu rn

to  t he  ques t j . on  o f  sa l va t i on  t h rough  Ch r i s t ,  L i ndbeck ' s  
' e s -

cha to l og i ca l l y  f u t u r i s t '  pe r spec t i ve  w i I l  be  ab le  t o  c l a im

supe r i o r i t y  i f  and  when  i t s  adop t i on  p romo tes  an  i n t e r re l i g i ous

p rax i s  ma rked  by  openness ,  unde rs tand ing ,  and  goodw i l l '  Bu t

why,  on the other hand, shouJ-d anyone adopt that  perspect ive

un less  i t  has  shown  i t s  supe r i o r i t y?

I f  i n  t he  l ong  run  L i ndbeck  seems  t o  be  l e f t  w i t h  pe rspec -

t ives that  change because they change and paradigmsttnt  are

accep ted  because  t hey  a re  accep ted ,  t he  p rox ima te  t heo re t i ca l

r eason  i s  no t  f a r  t o  seek .  Tho rough l y  Kan t i an  i n  o the r  r e -

s p e c t s ,  T h e N a t u r e o f D o c t r i n e  d o e s  n o t  f o 1 l o w  K a n t  t o  t h e

po in t  o f  pos tu l a t i ng  a t  l eas t  some  i n te rp re t i ve  ca tego r i es

tha t  a re  un i ve r sa l .  Consequen t l y  t he  spec t re  Kan t  sough t  t o

exo rc i ze  - -  Hume ' s  conven t i ona l i sm  - -  r e tu rns  t o  haun t  L i r dbeck ,

who  i s  l ed  i n  sp i t e  o f  h imse l f  t o  t he  t h resho ld  o f  t he  ve ry

re l a t i v i sm  and  p r i va t i sm  ( ' you  have  you r  pa rad igm '  I  have

m i n e ' )  w h i c h  h e  r i g h t l y  d e p l o r e s  t 1 2 8 - 1 3 0 1  b u t  f r o m  w h i c h

he  can  save  h i s  pos i t i on  on l y  by  s t r ess i ng  t he  shee r  g i venness

o f  cu l t u ra l  l anguages  i n  gene ra l  and  o f  t he  b i b l i ca l  na r ra t i ve
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in part icular. To his credit,  he is consistent enough to add

that what holds for worldviews and paradigms also holds for

theories about worldviews and paradigms, including his ovtn:

in the long run they are incommensurable. By saying that The

Nature of Doctr ine " is concerned simply with the avai labi l i ty,

not the superiori ty, of a rule theory of doctr ine and the

assoc ia ted  cu l tu ra l - l ingu is t i c  v iew o f  re l ig ionr r  191 -921 ,

Llndbeck is not being modest or dif f identi  he is acknowledging

that, on his o$rn terms, what his readers are going to regard

as a convinci.ng argument depends on the theoretical framevrorks

they are already operating in. But as exper i  entia I  -expre s s ivism

is by far the most widely avai lable frarnework at present,

no alternative is l ikely to get a sympathetic hearing, much

less win theologians en masse for postl i .beral ism. Thus the

final chapter of The Nature of Doctr ine "ends on an inconclu-

s ive  no te"  [134] ,  and no t  a  very  hopefu l  one.  I f  doc t r ine

is rel igious language of the second order, a theory about

doctr ine is third-order language. What Lindbeck is doing,

then and doj.ng quite persuasively given his phi losophical

commitments is talking about talking about talking rel ig-

iously. What he cannot do, given the same commitments, is

say why anyone should l isten.

Th is  ra ises  a  fu r ther  ques t ion .  L indbeck 's  pos t l i .bera l i sn

is  ran t i foundat iona l r  in  the  sense o f  re jec t ing  t ranscu l tu ra l

invariants on the ground that "al l  symbol systems have their

origin in interpersonal relat ions and social interactionstr

rather than in mental acts, whj.ch, as experienced, are already

s t ruc tured  l ingu is t i ca l l y  t381.  That  i s  why  theo log ians  ought

to forego ' translat ionr and content themselves Ir i th pursuing

what can only be an in-house project, a sort of higher cate-

chesis concerned with the intel l igibi l i ty of Christ ian doc-

tr ines as they are related to each other, but not in their
relat ion to anything eIse. The question is whether that is

enough. I t  may well  be that for anyone steeped in the canonical
rdri t ings of a rel igious community "no world is more realrr

than the one those writ ings create 11'171. But scripture does
not, except in a f igure of speech, absorb the universe. Men

and women do. And even i f  they do i t  by construlng al l  that

is, seen and unseen, within the bibl ical narrat ive, i t  remains

that what there is to be construed is a world that is also

and in many respects quite dif ferently construed by phi loso-

phers and natural scientists. I t  wi l l  not do simply to dismiss

6 7



5 8 METHOD

these a f te rna t ive  cons t ruc t j .ons ,  as  L indbeck  tends  to  do '

as  long as  more  or  less  popu lar ized  vers ions  o f  them cont inue

to inform the conceptual framebrorks lvi th which everyone today

is indoctr inated. Liberal theologians no doubt went too far

in solving the problem of modernj. ty by sel l ing their scriptural

b i r th r igh t  fo r  a  mess  o f  En l igh tenment  po t tage.  But  L indbeckrs

pos t l ibera l i sm,  a l though i t  o f fe rs  a  c lear  and in  many ways

appea l ing  a l te rna t ive ,  does  no t  o f fe r  a  base f rom wh ich  to

cr i t i c ize  dominant  be l ie fs  and va lues l  and w i thout  such a

cri t ique i t  is hard to see how the modern world can ever be

absorbed in to  the  b ib l i ca l  s to ry .  Chr is t ian i ty  and cu l tu re

wi . I l  have to  go  on ,  as  Bar th  pu t  i t ,  "march ing  a long s ide

by  s ide  bu t  rea l l y  hav ing  no th ing  much in  common. r rs

The reaL issue is  judgment ,  tha t  rnuch-neg) .ec ted  s tepch i ld

o f  ep is temology .  I f  a I I  we can know are  the  conceptua l  g r ids

tha t  our  minds  c lamp onto  exper ience (o r  tha t  c lamp themse lves

onto our minds; Lindbeck does not rnake i t  entireJ-y clear which

of  these ho lds  in  the  case o f  the  B ib le ) ;  and i f  there  are

no necessary  o r  even pr iv iJ -eged gr ids ,  then we can never  u t te r

an  uncond i t iona l  tyes t  o r  'nor '  and there  is  rea l l y  no th ing

to  p revent  a  d isso lu t ion  o f  a l1  g r ids '  a I1  mean ing '  such as

deconst ruc t  ion ism ph l losophers ,  no$,  jo ined by  theo log ians ,

are  t ry ing  to  e f fec t .  Ye t  however  'neu t ra l '  he  c la ims to  be ,

L indbeck  does  make judgments .  H is  book  is  fu l l  o f  them.  I f

he means what he says, the question worth asking is what he

lras doing as he arr ived at those judgments, some of which

are  or ig ina l ,  p rovocat ive ,  and moreover  ( I  wou ld  say)  cor rec t .

Was he  mere ly  impos ing  a  p re fabr ica ted  se t  o f  concepts  on

the  theo log ica l  scene as  he  found i t?  Or  was he  in  fac t  do ing

something that, according to his own theory, never happens?
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